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yote it down, or postpone it indefinitely, or toa 
day certain. | 
tha. MARSITALL, of Kentucky. _I desire to | 
say a few words upon this subject. The gentle- | 
man from Alabama {[Mr. Hovston] insisted con- | 
stantiyin his remarks that there is an understand- 
ing about this thing, and that he only wants to | 
carry ivout. His radicalerror is this: that there 
has been no understanding at all about it. When 
the report of the committee of conference came in, 
> S ~ 

the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. Srepnens] 
moved to postpone its consideration until to-day. | 
His colleague, [Mr. Htt1,] who is now absent, 
proposed to postpone it for two weeks. Gentle- 
men upon the other side of the House struggled 
arainstthe prevalence of that motion, but, notwith- 
standing, itdid prevail. ‘The gentlemen then strug- 
gled till they procured an adjournment rather than 
permit the question on the motion, as amended, to 
be taken. Next day we cameand passed through 
auother ineffectual effort to geta vote taken upon 
the pending que stion. 

The same question is now pending here that 
was pending last Friday. And gentlemen propose | 
that we shall give up all that we have struggled | 
two days to attain, and, by way of a general un- 
derstanding, let them off from the position which | 
we have striven to maintain. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
I] would 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I have very 
| 








little to say, affd I willdoit now. I prefer not to 
be interrupted. 

Gentlemen now propose that we shall abandon 
the present status, in which there will be a direct 
vote upon the motion to postpone until the second 
Monday in May—thatis fortwo weeks—and agree | 
that amotion to postpone till Wednesday, the day 


| 
| 
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derstand, who are absent now, and are not paired 


I hope there will be no objection to || off. 1 do not know that those gentlemen will be 


here on Wednesday. So far as | am myself con- 
cerned, I am in the attitude of the gentleman from 
Georgia, [Mr. Sewarp,] ready to record my vote 
against the report of the committee of conference 
now or at any time. 

Mr. SEWARD. There is this difference be- 
tween us: I am ready to vote for it, and the gen- 
tleman against it. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 


the proposition before the House at this time is || 
| not that gentlemen on the opposite side of the 
House shall concede anything, if they do not | 
We, on this side of the House, | 
| have not asked the other side of the House to con- 
cede any status, as the gentleman from Kentucky | 


want to do so. 


| Says, unlessthey want todo it. I merely desired, 


by consent, to save a vote. Gentlemen upon this | 


| side of the House stand upon their rights. 


| proposition as amended, to postpone this matter || 
for two weeks, or will they vote it dowirand then | 


Mr. Speaker, || 


|| absent. 


| 
afterto-morrow, Shall prevail; and that then, when || 

| 

| 


the report comes up on the day after to-morrow, | 
itmay be subject to any parliamentary motions. | 


Permit me to suggest to the gentleman that if it || 


passes over informally in its present status, to wit: | 
with the question pending on the motion to post- | 
pone for two weeks, until Wednesday, and comes | 
up then in that shape, if there is strength enough | 
on the part of gentlemen on the other side of the | 
House to vote it down, the question will immedi- | 
ately recur upon the report of the committee of | 
conference. 
of the House propose to gain? And whatdo gen- 
tlemen upon this side of the House propose to 
concede by abandoning the ground that we now 
occupy, and agreeing that the question shall come 
upon Wednesday upon a proposition that the vote 
shall then be chen? If there be a desire upon | 
this side of the House that the subject shall be | 
ostponed for two weeks, and we have not upon | 
Vednesday strength to maintain that postpone- | 


What do gentlemen upon that side |) 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Bodo we. | 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. “The pending 
question is, will the House agree to the original 


entertain the proposition of the gentleman from 
Illinois, to fix an earlierday. That isthe question. 


My suggestion was made in order to save time | 
I asked gentlemen to concede | 


in taking votes. 
nothing. The question was submitted to the good 
sense of the House whether the day fixed in the 
amendment of my colleague [Mr. Hii} was not 
too distant. My colleague who made the motion 
to postpone, distinctly stated that he was influ- 
enced by motives personalto himselfalone. He 
stated it then and reiterated itafterwards. He is 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Stan- 
Ton] has made a speech in defense of him which 
I think my colleague would repudiate if he were 
here. I have no hesitancy in saying that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must confine 
himself to the proposition to postpone. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. lam confining 
myself to replying to the gentleman from Ohio, 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio 
was inadvertently permitted to get out of order, 
it will not justify the gentleman from Georgia in 
proceeding out of order. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I do not think 
it addresses itself to the good reason of this House 
to postpone a matter of this importance barely to 
accommodate one individual. ‘That was the prop- 
osition of my colleague, [Mr. Ilitx,] made dis- 
tinctly and definitely, that he had to leave, and 


| could not be presenton Wednesday next. Now, 


ment, then the gentlemen upon the other side will || 


have an opportunity to take a direct vote on 


Wednesday upon their bill. || 


If, on the contrary, we have strength to main- 
tain the postponement, and desire to maintain 
it, why not leave to ourselves the power upon 
Wednesday of carrying out our own will? Why 
yield? Why put the matter in adifferent position | 
now from that in which it would be on een 
day? Ifgentlemen upon the other side can vote | 
down the motion to postpone on Wednesday, then 
they can have a vote upon their bill. If there be 
a desire upon this side of the House to postpone 
for two weeks, why shall we concede the present 
status of the proposition, in which, as gentlemen 
are well aware, itis not amendable? ‘he prop- 
osition is now for a postponement for two weeks, 
and gentlemen on the other side cannot substitute 
Wednesday or any intervening day. The gen- | 
tleman from Georgia, [Mr. Hixt,} at whose in- 
stance the motion to postpone for two weeks was 
adopted, is absent. I do not know how he will 
Vote upon the main proposition. He is not here 
to-day to speak for himself; but from the sign he 


sir, there are perhaps thirty of the members of 
this House who would like to leave. I want to 
leave myself; and, while I am therefore disposed 


to accommodate my colleague, there are others | 
who will not be accommodated by a postpone- | 


ment for two weeks. 


Now, sir, [do not want to detain the House. I | 


want the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mar- 


| SHALL,] and those who are acting with him, to 


concede nothing. All Lask is, that, ifa majority | 


| of the House are in favor of taking the vote upon 


an earlier day than two weeks hence, the pending 
motion may be voted down, and that the House 


will fix on Wednesday next, which I think will 


give ample time to consider the question. 


Mr. QUITMAN. 


| Sing the propriety of taking the vote upon this 


' submit. 


manifested the other day, I should be inclined to |, 


let him be here to vote. There are gentlemen 
upon this side of the House whose votes I do un- | 


114 


question upon one day oranother. Iam in favor 


of the longest day or the furthest day that has been | 
proposed, and which has been accepted by the | 


deliberate vote of the House, and upon the faith 
of which several gentlemen have made their ar- 
rangements to act. If, however, the opinion of 
the House has changed upon that proposition, I 
Like the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Marsnatt,] my mind has been made up on 
this question. But I submit the propriety of some 
delay before proceeding to the final determination 
of a question which has been discussed here for 
nearly the whole session. 
necessity, after so much delay, for coming toa 
final vote this week or the next week? And,sir, 


! 





|| comes to be finally settled. 


I sce no reason in discus- 


What is the pressing | 
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| although some gentlemen may speak rather con- 
| temptuously of the idea of waiting to hear the 
| Opinions of our constituents, in my opinion, the 
| proudest jewel in the character of 8 epresent- 
| ative is in a due deference to the opinions and 
| wishes of his constituents upon a great public 

measure which has agitated the country, when it 
If good could be 
, accomplished by the immediate disposal of this 
question, [should becontent. But, sir,the House 
has deliberately, by a considerable majority, de- 
cided to postpone the further consideration of this 
question for two weeks from to-day. Gentlemen 
have made their arrangements upon the faith of 
that vote. I myself have made some arrange- 
ments based upon that vote, and I see no reason 
for changing that determination upon the part of 
the House. 

I do not think the time of the House should be 
consumed in discussing this matter. I hope the 
vote will be taken on the proper question efore 
the House, whether this all be postponed for 

' two weeks, according to the amendment, or until 
Wednesday next. For myself, I prefer to leave 
the question as it has been determined by the 
House. What do we gain by leaving the ques- 
tion of further postponement open until Wednes- 
day? Why not determine at once the time when 
the vote shall be taken, and give gentlemen due 
notice of the time? Istandin a position different 
from that of many of my friends with whom [ 
concur in almost every political measure—— 
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. When I made the 
suggestion that by general consent this question 
should be postponed until Wednesday next, I sup- 
posed it would meet the universal concurrence of 
the House; that we should proceed with other 
business to-day and to-morrow, and thaton Wed- 
nesday this report should be taken up and con- 
tinued under consideration until it was disposed 
of. I find, however, that there is a very great 
diversity of opinion as to the propriety of dxing 
that day; and in consideration thereof I withdraw 
the proposition made by me, and leave the prop- 
osition standing as it did before. 

Mr. MILLSON. I have a single suggestion to 
make to the House. I have listened with some 
attention to the progress of this debate; and it 
secms to me that the Elouse are very generally 
agreed in their wishes as to the in. but that 
there is a very prevalent misapprehension upon 
both sides of the House as to what they respect- 
ively intend or mean. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Harris] proposed that, by general con- 
sent, this question should be postponed until 
Wednesday next, and that the House should then 
proceed to the consideration of the question. 

1 believe that gentlemen on the other side of 
the House desire that this shall be done; but they 
apprehend—and that seems the only difficulty in 
the way—that if the question be postponed until 

| Wednesday next the vote will be taken upon the 
| report of the committee of conference without 
discussion. 

Now, to relieve theirapprehensions so far as one 
individual can relieve them, I say thatI regard that 
report as a fair and proper subject of debate, and, 
for one, I would not be willing to concur in a de- 
mand for the previous question until there shall 
have been a proper discussion upon it. And I 
would suggest to them that, by postponing this 

uestion until the second Monday in May, they 

| defeat their own object, because it is bringing it 

so near the termination of the session as to pre- 

clude so much debate upon it as could take place 
if postponed till Wednesday next. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. The question has 
been discussed a long time. 

Mr. MILLSON. No, sir. The particular ques- 
tion before us has not been discussed at all. I, 
for one, though I am ready to vote upon it, think 
ita proper subject for reasonable debate, and I 
shall not object to such debate. I voted against 
the demand for the previous question on Satur- 

| day, because I was not willing to stifle discussion 
upon it; I believe we shall gain by discussion, 
and | am willing that the discussion upon it shall 
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proceed toa reasonable length. Now all that is 


proposed is, that by the general acquiescence of 
the House we shall reject the motion to postpone 
as amended, [** No, no,’’) and that we shall then 
reject the original proposition fixing aday for the 
consideration of the report, and that an independ- 
ent motion be made, which I presume could be 
done, postponing this question until Wednesday 
next. If this is done,at that time we commence 
the consideration of the question. It does not fol- 
low, of course, that we terminate it on that day. 
Jelieving that to be the general desire of the ma- 
jority of the House, I hope that we will proceed 
to tnke a vote on the question in its present form, 
reject the resolution as amended, reject the ori- 
ginal proposition, and then adopt a new and in- 
dependent resolution, postponing the further con- 
sideration of the question until Wednesday next, 
when we shall commence the discussion which 
I think it proper should take place. For one, sir, 
I say that | shall not vote for the previous ques- 
tion until a reasonable time has elapsed to discuss 
that question. 

The question recurred on Mr. Eneutsn’s mo- 
tion as amended on motion of Mr. Hint. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 100, nays 104; as follows: 

VEAS—Meesrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Bonham, Brayton, Bryan, Butiinton, 
Burlingame, Campbell, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Horace 
F. Ciark, Clawson, Clark B. Cochrane, Collax, Comins, 
Covode, Cragin, Curtis, Damrel!, Davis of Maryland, 
Davis of Indiana, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of lowa, 
Dawes, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durtee, Edie, Farnsworth, Fen 
ton Foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, 


Grow, Robert B. Hall, Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas 
L. Harris, Haskin, Hoard, Howard, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kil 


gore, Knapp, Leach, Leiter, Lovejoy, Humptirey Marshall, | 


Morgan, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Freeman 
H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Moti. Murray, Nichols, Olin, 
Paimer, Parker, Petut, Pike, Potter, Pottle, Purviance, 
Quitman, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Royee, Aaron Shaw, 
Joon Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Shorter, Robert 


Smith, Spinner, Stallworth, Stanton, William Stewart, | 


Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Underwood, Wade, Wal- 


bridge, Waldron, Walton, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel | 


Washburn, and Wilson—100 

NAYS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, Atkins, Avery, 
Barksdale, Bishop, Bocock. Boyce, Branch, Burnett, Burns, 
Caruthers, Caskie, Chapman, John B. Clark, Clay, Clem- 
ens, Clingman, Cobb, Join Cochrane, Cockerill, Corning, 
Cox, James Craig, Burton Craige, Crawford, Curry, Da- 
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sitting members of their full pay, or otherwise the 
payment to the persons named in the resolution. 
The compensation bill does not take any notice 
of the election of a member until he comes here 
on the first day, or some other day of the session, 
to be sworn in. If a member dies before he is 
sworn in he is entitled to nothing; his adminis- 
trators are entitled to nothing; and when his suc- 
cessor comes here and is sworn in, he draws pay 
from the commencement of the term. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I object to debate. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to the 
resolution. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended, in order that the resolution may be 
introduced. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. HUGHES. I wish to give notice of an 
amendment which I will offer, if the rules be sus- 
pended. 

Mr. BURNETT. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays, and take the question first by tellers. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennsssee. This is the first 
time an attempt has been made to violate the mem- 
bers’ compensation law, and’ 1 want to makea 
record on it. 

Mr. NIBLACK. 
to say a word. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I object to 
debate. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I would like to have read a 
resolution similar to this which was lately passed 
by the Senate. 


“Mr. LETCHER. 


If debate be in order, I want 


I hope the amendment 


/ which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hueues] 


proposes to offer, if the rules be suspended, as 
well as the resolution referred to by his colleague, 
(Mr. Nipiack,] will be read. 
Mr. Nisrack’s resolution was again read: 
The amendment which Mr. HuGues gave no- 
tice that he would offer was read, as follows: 
And to Dante W. Goocn,a member of this House from 


the State of Massachusetts, so much money as will make 
the compensation of said Goocu equal to that of other 


/ members of this House, less the compensation from the 


vidson, Dewart, Dowdell, Edmundson, Elliott, Engtish, | 


Eustis, Florence, Foley, Gartretl, Gillis, Greenwood, Gregg, 
Groesbeck, Lawrence W. Hall, Hatch, Hawkins, Hop 
kins, Llouston, Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jenkins, Jeweu, 
George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Owen Jones, Kritt, 
Kelly, Lamar, Lawrence, Leidy, Letcher, Maclay, Me 
Qluven, Mason, Maynard, Miles, Miller, Millson, Moore, 
Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Phelps, Phillips, Ready, Rea 
gan, "Reilly, Ruffin, Russell, Sandidge, Savage, Scales, 
Scott, Searing, Seward, Henry M. Shaw, Sickles, Single 
ton. Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, Stephens, Steven 
ron, Talbot, ‘Trippe, Ward, Watkins, White, Whiteley, 
Winsiow, Woodson, Wortendyke, Augustus R. Wright, 
Jou V. Weight, and Zollicoffer—104, 

So the motion, as amended, was disagreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, moved to recon- 
sider the vote just taken; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAY OF DECEASED MEMBERS. 
Mr. NIBLACK. 


tion: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of this House, to the widows of the Hon. Samuel! Brenton, 
of the Ton. John G. Montgomery, and of the Hon. James 
Lockhart, elected members of this House for the present 
Congress, and now deceased, the compensation of said Rep- 
resentatives at the rate of $3,000 per annum, to wit: to each 
of the first Qwo, for three months; and to the last, for six 
months 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
lution is in direct violation of the law. 

Mr. NIBLACK, If there be objection, I move 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of introducing 
that resolution, 

Mr. KEI?T. I wish simply to make this in- 
quiry: have the successors of those named in the 
resolution drawn pay for the whole term, or is it 
expected that both shall draw pay? 

Mr. NIBLACK. Lunderstand that they have, 
under the law. 

Mr. KEITT. Then it is paying double. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I do not ob- 
ject to the introduction of the resolution. Tam 
willing that the resolution shall be introduced; but 
1 wish to say to the gentieman from Indiana, that 
the resoluvon is in direct violation of the mem- 
bers’ compensation law, unless the proposition 
be to pay this out of the contingent fund of the 


I offer the following resolu- 


This reso- 


House; then the resolution would not deprive the |! 


time of the meeting of the House, (to wit, the 7th day of 
December, 1857,) to the time when said Goocs was sworn 
as a member of this House, (to wit, the —— day of Decem- 
ber, 18—,) said payments to be made at the times and in 
the surms payable to other members of this Congress. 

Mr. WARREN. I suppose this is a question 
to suspend the rules. I propose to submit a sim- 
ple remark before the vote-1s taken. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. 
is not in order. 


Mr. WARREN. I desire very much to call 


I object. 
It is objected to, and debate 


the attention of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee | 


to 





{Cries of ** Order !’’ ** Order !”’ 
The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 67, nays 103; as fol- 


| lows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Adrain, Ahl, Anderson, Bennett, Billing- 
hurst, Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Burlingame, Camp- 
bell, Case, Chatfee, John B. Clark, Clawson, Cockerill, Col- 
fax, Comins, Corning, Covode, Curtis, Davis of Indiana, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Dawes, Dewart, Elliott, English, 
Florence, Foley, Foster, Gillis, Goodwin, Granger, Gregg, 
Grow, Kobert B. Hall, Hatch, Hawkins, Hughes, Kellogg, 
Kilgore, Leach, Leidy, Mason, Niblack, Pettit, Peyton, 
Phillips, Pike, Pottle, Reilly, Royee, Russell, Savage, Scott, 
Aaron Shaw, Shorter, Sickles, Robert Smith, William 


| Stewart, Walbridge, Walton, Ward, Warren, Ellihu B. 


Washburne, Wilson, and Augustus R. Wright—67. 
NAYS—Messrs. Abbott. Andrews, Atkins, Avery, Barks- 
Male, Bocock, Bonham, Branch, Bryan, Buffinton, Burnett, 
Caskie, Chapman, Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, Clay, 
Clingman, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cox, Cragin, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, Damrell, Davis of Maryland, Da- 
vis of lowa, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Dowdell, Edmundson, 


_ Farnswerth, Fenton, Gartrell, Greenwood, Groesbeck, Har- 


jan, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Hopkins, Hous- 


| ton, Huyler, Jackson, Jenkins, Jewett, George W. Jones, J. 


| 


| 


Glancy Jones, Keitt, Kelly, Kelsey, Knapp, Lamar, Leiter, 
Letcher, Lovejoy, Maclay, McQueen, Humphrey Marshall, 
Maynard, Miles, Millson, Moore, Morgan, Edward Joy Mor- 
ris, Isaac N. Morris, Mott, Nichols, Parker, Phelps, Potter, 
Purviance, Quitman, Ready, Reagan, Ritchie, Robbins, 
Roberts, Ruffin, Sandidge, Scales, Searing, Seward, Henry 


| M. Shaw, John Sherman, Singleton, William Smith, Spin- 


ner, Stanton, Stevenson, Talbot, ‘Tappan, Miles Taylor, 
Thayer, Tompkins, Underwood, Wade, Watkins, White, 
Whiteley, Winslow, Wortendyke, and Zollicoffer—104, 
So the House refused to suspend the rules. 
Pending the call, 
Mr. FOSTER said: I would inquire what has 
been the usual custom in regard te this matter ? 
The SPEAKER. There has been no usage, 


| The SPEAKER. 





tite pril 26, 


to the knowledge of the Chair. The co 
tion bill was oul passed at the last See 
The call being temporarily suspended oy, a 
/ count of confusion in the Hall, s 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio, inquired if it would 
be in order to have the compensation bil! read: 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
anything would be in order. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I move that the House 
by general consent, suspend conversation. and 
allow the roll to be called. ; 
. The SPEAKER. The Chair would be oy. 
| tremely gratified if the proposition of the gent\.. 
man from North Carolina would be assented ;, 
_bythe House. (Cries of ** agreed,’’ ** agreed 
_ The call of the roll was then concluded, and th. 
result announced as above recorded. : 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. LETCHER. I desire to have the deg. 
ciency bill taken up from the Speaker’s table. 


i 
! 
i 
} 
| 
} 
} 


} 


| Mr. STANTON. There is objection for 





moment until I can offer 
| Mr. LETCHER. Then I move to suspeng 


the rules. 


‘| ‘The motion was agreed to; and the deficiency 


| bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, and the 
| Senate amendments thereto reported to the House. 
| Mr. LETCHER. I suppose the question w;jj 
be upon concurring with the Senate in their 
| amendments. 
It will. 
Mr. LETCHER. Every gentleman will have 
an opportunity to express his opinion by his vow 
| on each one of these amendments. One I shall 
vote for, and the other two I shall vote againsi, 
I now move the previous question, 
Mr. SEWARD. I move to postpone the con. 
| sideration of the bill for two weeks. 
| The SPEAKER. The moti® cannot be en- 
|| tertained. 
| Mr. SEWARD. Then I move to commit the 
_ bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
| The SPEAKER. That motion cannot be en- 
tertained pending the call for the previous ques- 
| tion. 
|| Mr. SEWARD. 
|| upon the table. 
Mr. SHERMAN, of Onio. I desire to move 
| 


Then I move to lay the bil! 


an amendment to one of the Senate’s amendments; 
and, therefore, | hope the House will not sustain 
| the previous question. 
te SEWARD. I make my motion because 
| Tam not going to be compelled to vote upon abi 
or amendments I know nothing about, and we 
_may as well meet this question now. 
Mr. BURNETT. I rise to a question of order. 
|The previous question has been demanded, and 
debate is not in order. 
The SPEAKER. The point of order is well 
taken. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. STANTON. [rise to a question of order. 
I understand that a bill to appropriate money shall 
|| not be considered except in the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. LETCHER. There is no appropriation 
in either of these amendments. 
| Mr. STANTON. The rule is, that no propo- 
| sition appropriating money shall be considered, 
except in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
| point ef order raised by the gentleman from Ob. 
| The matters which are proposed by the Senate to 
be stricken out of this bill have been considered 
/ in the Committee of the Whole on the state 0! 
‘the Union. The additional section proposed by 
_ the Senate does not provide fo: the appropriation 
| of money at all. 
| The gentleman from ee SHERMAN] ap- 
| peals to the gentleman from Virginia to withdraw 
| the call for the previous question. 
| Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio. I desire to offer an 
amendment to one of the amendments of the Sen- 
ate. I do not wish to speak to it at all. . 
Mr. BURNETT. I object, as Jong as the call 
| for the previous question is pending. 
| Mr.SHERMAN, of Ohio. I hope my amend- 
/ment may be read. 
‘| Mr. BURNETT. I object. 
| Mr. SEWARD. I withdraw the motion to *y 
‘| the bill upon the table, and hope the House Wi! 
' vote down the previous question. Ce 
i Tellers were demanded upon the call for '* 
| previous question. 
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Tellers were ordered ; and Messrs. Haruan,and 
Wricut of Georgia, were appointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported— 


aves 91, noes 79. . 

"So the previous question was seconded. 

The main question was then ordered to be put, 
being first upon the amendment of the Senate to 
ctrike out the following clause: 

«To enable John C. Rives to pay to the reporters of the 

muse 
5 a s, the usual additional compensation of $800 each— 
44,000.” 

Mr. FLORENCE. If it be in order, I move to 
non-coneur In the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agree- 
i to the amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN demanded the yeas and nays, 
but subsequently withdrew the demand. 

Mr. HOUSTON renewed it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negatlive—yeas 67, mays 119; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkins, Avery, Barksdale, 
Rishop. Bocock, Boyce, Branch, Bryan, Burnett, Caskie, 
Ezra Clark, Horace PF. Clark, Clay, Cobb, Cox, Burton 
Craige. Crawlord, Curry, Edmundson, Eliiott, Foley, Gar- 
tell, Greenwood, Harlan, Houston, Hughes, Huyler, Jack 
con, Jenkins, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Keitt, 
Kelly, Lamar, Lawrence, Leteher, Maclay, McQueen, 
Mason, Miles, Muller, Millson, Moore, Mott, Pendleton, 
Quitman, Ready, Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, Sandidge, Seales, 
Heury M. Shaw, Shorter, Singleton, William Smith; Ste 
yenson, ‘Taibot, Miles Taylor, Tompkins, Underwood, 
Yard, Winslow, Wortendyke, John V. Wright, and Zolli 
cotter—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Ahl, Andrews, Ben- 
yett, Billinghurst, Blair, Bliss; Bonham, Brayton, Butlin- 
ton. Burlingame, Burns, Burroughs, Campbell, Caruthers, 
Case, Chapman, John B. Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Clark 
§. Cochrane, John Cechrane, Cockeritl, Colfax, Comins, 
Corning, Covode, Cragin, James Craig, Curtis, Damrell, 


il 


Davidson, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Indiana, Davis of 


Massachusetts, Dawes, Dean, Dick, Dodd, Durfee, English, 
Eustis, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Foster, Giddings, 
Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Gregg, Groesbeck, 
Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, J. Morrison 
Harris, Thomas L. Uarris, Hateh, Wawkins, Hoard, How 
ind. Jewett, Kellogg, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, Leach, Leidy, 
Leiter, Lovejoy, Llumphrey Marshall, Maynard, Morgan, 
Edward Joy Morris, [saae N. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, 
Oliver A. Morse, Murray, Niblack, Nichols, Olin, Palmer, 
Parker, Pettit, Peyton, Phelps, Phillips, Pike, Potter, Pottle, 
Purviance, Ritchie, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, Russell, Sew 
and, Aaron Shaw, John Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, 
Robert Smith, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Tappan, 
Thayer, Wade, Walbridge, Walton, Warren, Ejilihu B. 
Washburne, Israel Washburn, White, Wilson, Woodson, 
and Augustus R. Wright—119. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The question recurred upon the second amend- 
ment of the Senate, to strike out the third section 
of the bill, as follows: 

“See. 3. dnd be it further enacted, That the accounting 


officer of the Treasury be authorized and directed to allow 
credit to the Clerk of the House of Representatives tor such 
be, made, under allowances authorized by the House of 
Representatives during the last Congress: Provided, That 


suid allowances shall have been duly approved by the Com- | 


mittee of Accounts: 2nd he it further provided, That the 
sand allowances be paid out of any moneys in the Treasury 
uototherwise appropriated.”? 

Mr. BURNETT demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 55, nays 126; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Avery, Barksdale, Bocock. 
Bonham, Branch, Bryan, Burnett, Horace F. Clark, Clay, 
C ingman, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cockerill, Cox, Burton 
Craige, Crawford, Curry, Edmundson, Elliott, Greenwood, 
Gregg, Harlan, Thomas L. Harris, Houston, Huyler, George 
W. Jones, Lamar. Lawrenee, Maclay, McQueen, Mason, 
Miller, Millson, Niblack, Pendleton, Peyton, Quitman, 
Reagan, Reilly, Ruffin, Scates, Henry M. Shaw, John Sher 
hin, Singleton, William Smith, Stanton, Stevenson, Tal 
bot, Miles ‘Taylor, ‘Tompkins, Underwood, Ward, Worten 
@yke, and John V. Wright—55. 
_\\Y¥S—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, All. Andrews, Bennett, 
Bi '.gharst, Bingham, Blair, Bliss, Brayton, Buflinton, 
"game, Burns, Campbell, Caruthers, Case, Caskie, 
‘aflee, Chapman, Ezra Clark, John B. Clark, Clawson, 
Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, Comins, Corning, Covode, 
‘ragin, James Craig, Damrell, Davidson, Davis of Mary- 
land, Davis of Indiana, Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of 
lowa. Dawes, Dean, Dewart, Dick, Dodd, Dowdell, Durfee, 
English, Farnsworth, Fenton, Florence, Foley, Foster, 
Ps rell, Giddings, Gilman, Gooch. Goodwin, Granger. 
procabeck, Grow, Lawrence W. Hall, Robert B. Hall, J. 
M ison Harris, Hawkins, Hoard, Howard, Jackson, Jen 
Kins, Jews tt, J. Glaney Jones, Owen Jones. Kellogg, Kelly, 
Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, Leach, Leidy, Leiter, Leteber, 


Loveioy . * : 
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Watkins, White, Wilson, Woodson, Augustus R. Wright, 
and Zollicoffer—126. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. WHITELEY stated that he had paired off 
upon this vote with Mr. Hucues. 

Mr. MOORE stated that he was not within the 
bar when his name was called, or he should have 
voted ** ay.” 

The question recurred upon the third amend- 
ment of the Senate to add the following as an ad- 
ditional section to the bill: 

© And be it further enacted, That whenever, hereafter, 
contracts shall be made by the Secretary of War by virtue 
of the sixth section of the act of 1820, chapter 52, he shail, if 
Cougress be in session at the time, promptly report to both 
Houses thereof the reasons for making such contract, stating 
fully all the facts and circumstances which, in his judgment, 
rendered such contract necessary. If Congress be not in 
session at the time of makingsuch contract, he shall, atthe 
commencement of the next session, make such report to 
both Houses. And no such contracts shall be made, here 
after, except In cases Of pressing exigency.” 

Mr. QUITMAN. I desire to move to strike 
out the last clause of that amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man cannot be entertained, as the previous ques- 
tion is operating upon the amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays on the amendment. . 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 

Mr. LAWRENCE called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to—ayes one hun- 
dred and thirty-one, noes not counted. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to reconsider the 
votes which have been taken on these several 
propositions, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. Let me appeal to the 
gentleman from Virginia to let this amendment 
also go to the committee of conference, if there is 
to be one, so that the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Mississippi may be carried out. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment of the Sen- 
ate has been concurred in. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. You may call for a 
division upon reconsidering the several amend 
ments. 

Mr. LETCHER. The vote was taken upon 
the amendments separately, originally. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin has the right to call for separate votes upon 
reconsidering and laying on the table the motions 
to reconsider the votes upon the several amend- 
ments, 

Mr. LETCHER. I call for the vote, then, upon 
the first two. 

Mr. HOWARD. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia did not vote in the majority upon the first 
amendment, and cannot make the motion to re- 
consider. 

Mr. PHELPS. Then I move that the vote non- 
concurring in the firstamendment be reconsidered, 
and that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. LETCHER. I nowask for the vote upon 
the second. 

The motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. LETCHER. I now move to reconsider 
the vote by which the last amendment was con- 
curred in, and move to lay that motion on the 
table. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I think the gentle- 
man from Virginia should have no objection to 
allowing the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Quirmay] to offer his amendment. 

Several Members objected to debate. 

Mr. LETCHER. ‘To hear what the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin has to say, I withdraw the 
motion to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider. : 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. In order to give the 
gentleman from Mississippi an opportunity to 
offer his amendment to the third amendment of 
the Senate, [ hope the House will reconsider the 
vote concurring in it. Let the amendment be 
offered, and the whole matter go to the committee 
of conference. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is the amendment in a po- 
sition where it can be amended ? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the House re- 
consider the vote concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. BILI@NGHURST. 


the House disagrees with the Senate amendment, 


} understand that if | 


Isl] 


the whole subject will go to the committee of con- 
ference. 

Mr. LETCHER. I renew the motion to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I hope the House 
will vote down the motion 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I object to debate. 

Mr. BILLINGHURST. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

ay inotuon to reconsider was then laid on the 
table, 








RECESS IN COMMITTEE. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I ask the consent 
ofthe ELouse to introduce the following resolution: 

Resolved, That during the present week, it shall be in 
order each day after to-day, for the Cominittee of the Whole 
to take a recess until seven o’elock p. mn., after whieh hour 
general debate may be indulgedin: Provided, That no vote 
shall be taken at such evening session, except on motious 
that the committee rise, and that the House adjourn. 


Mr. SICK LES I object. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. 
rules be suspended. 

The rules were suspended, two thirds having 
voted in favor thereof. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I now call the pre- 
vious question on the adoption of the resolution 

Mr. HOUSTON. Lask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question for a moment, to allow me to 
offer an amendment. I propose to move that ex- 
cept during the evening sessions, the debate in 
committee shall be confined to the subject under 
consideration. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I insiston my de- 
mand for the previous question, 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. CLAY, (at fifteen minutes to four o’clock, 
p.m.) LT move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand the yeas and 
nays upon that motion. 

Mr. SICKLES demanded tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

‘Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. On Saturday last 
I consulted both sides of the House on this ques- 
tion, and I ascertained that the general feeling 
was in favor of these night sessions for general 
debate, with the understanding that during the 
day the debate inthe Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union should be confined strictly 
to the question pending, being the appropriation 
bills, and so believing, | have presented the reso- 
lution before the Llouse. As there seems to be 
considerable diversity of opinion on the subject 
this morning | will withdraw the resolution. My 
only object is that the regular and ordinary legis- 
lative business of the session may ke promptly 
considered, and the House placed in condiuon for 
the final adjournment on the 7th of June next, 
which has been agreed to by concurrent vote of 
the two Houses. 

Mr. CLINGMAN., The same thing can be ac- 
complished by agreement of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to take a recess 
with the understanding that the evening sessions 
shall be devoted to general debate. Cannot the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
[ would inquire of the Chair, take a recess, when 
that was the desire, from three or four o’clock until 
seven o’clock of the evening? 

The SPEAKER. Thiht depends entirely upon 
the chairman of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. Some chairmen have de- 
cided one way and some another. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. It has been frequently 
decided as | have indicated, and it will be so de- 
cided, | think, again. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. Is itin order now to 
withdraw the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the previous question having been ordered it 
is not competent forthe gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania to withdraw the resolution without the leave 
of the House. 

Mr. SICKLES. 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. BURNETT, (at five minutes to four o'clock, 
p.m.) I move that the House do now adjourn 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, 
noes 100. 

So the House refused to adjourn 


I move that the 
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Mr. FLOREN? ‘i demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to lay the resolution on the table. 

The House was divided; and there were—ayes 
twenty-six. 

Mr. FLORI 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ouin and 
Hawkins were appointed, 

The House was divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 28, noes 112. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered; one fifth 
of those present having voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. BARKSDALE moved (at four o’clock ) 
that the House adjourn. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I ask the gentle- 
man to withdraw that motion until I can offer a 
resolution, and then I will renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The House is already acting 
under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. GREENWOOD, 1 would inquire of the 
Chair whether, if the House adjourn now, this 
resolution will not be the first business in the 
morning ? ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will; the 
previous question having been ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn; and it was decided in the negative, there 
being, on a division—ayes 71, noes 92. 

The question recurring on the motion to lay the 
resolution on the table, it was taken, and decided 
in the negative—yeas 49, nays 95; as follows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkins, Avery, Barksdale, 
Bocock, Bryan, Burnett, Burns, Caskie, John B. Clark 
Clay, Clingman, Cobb, Burton Craige, Curry, Davis of In 
diana, Dowdell, Edinundson, Florence, Foley, Gregg, Haw 
kins, Houston, Hughes, Jackson, J. Glancy Jones, Owen 
Jones, Lamar, Milison, Niblack, Pendleton, Phillips, Rea 
gan, Ruffin, Savage, Seales, Scott, Henry M. Sliiaw, Sickles, 
Singleton, William Smith, Stallworth, Stevenson, Miles 
Tavior, White, Whiteley, Winslow, Woodson, and Zolli 
cotter—49 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Andrews, Bennett, Billinghurst, 
Bingham, Bliss, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Bur 
roughs, Campbell, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Horace F. 
Clark, Clawson, Johu Cochrane, Coltax, Comins, Corning, 
Covode, Cragin, James Craig, Curtis, Davis of Maryland, 
Davis of Massachusetts, Davis of Lowa, Dawes, Dean, Dick, 
Dodd, Durfee, Farnsworth, Penton, Foster, Giddings, Gul 
man, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Grow, Robert B. Hall, 
Harlan, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haskin, 
Hoard, Howard, Kelly, Kelsey, Wilgore, Knapp, Leach, Ler 
ter, Lovejoy, Maclay, Humphrey Marshall, Morgan, Ed 
ward Joy Morris, Isaac N. Morris, Freeman HH. Morse, Oli 
ver A. Morse, Mott, Murray, Nichols, Olin, Palmer, Parker, 
Pettit, Peyton, Pike, Potter, Robbins, Roberts, Royce, San 
didge, Aaron Shaw, Jolin Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, 
Robert Smith, Spinner, Stanton, William Stewart, Tathor, 
Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Underwood, Wade, Wal 
bridge, Walton, Ward, Elliiiu B. Washburne, Israc] Wash 
burn, and Wilson—95. 


‘CE demanded tellers on the yeas 


So the House refused to lay the resolution on 
the table. 

Pending the call, 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES said: Having pro- 
posed to withdraw my resolution, | vote in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I rise to a privileged mo- 
tion. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
main question was ordered upon this resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. And 1 move to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. : 

Mr. FLORENCE. On that Teall for the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. SAVAGE moved (at four o’clock and 
twenty minutes) that the House adjourn. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 demand tie yeas and 
nays, and tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused; and the yeas and nays 
were refused, 

Mr. CLAY. Isamotion for acal!l of the House 
in order ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. Why ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis« xpressly provided by 
the rule that when the previous question has been 
seconded, no call of the House shall be in order. 

The question was taken on the motion to ad- 
journ, and it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn, 

The question recurred on the motion to lay the 
moticn to reconsider on the table. : 

Mr, JOHN COCHRANE. Is it in order to 
move that the House adjourn until seven o’clock 
this evening? : 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. BURNETT. Isit in order to move to lay 
the resolution on the table? c 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. CAMPBELL _ I desire to know whether 
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the gentleman who moved to reconsider the vote || not be made even in debate upon a member of , 


by which the previous question was seconded, 
voted with the majority? 


| 


The SPEAKER. The practice is to allow any | 
gentleman to move to reconsider, where no record | 


Sneeidis off the wake. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
that has nothing todo with this matter, according 
to the practice of the House. [Cries of **Order!”’] 
Is it not debatable ? e 


The SPEAKER. Itis not. The Chair will en- 


tertai the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the main question was ordered; and will hold that, 
if the vote is reconsidered, it will supersede the 


I suppose I did nof; but 


second to the previous question, as the Chairun- | 
derstands that has been the practice of the House. | 


Mr. FLORENCE. 
nays. 

Mr. SPINNER. 1 think this difficulty can be 
got along with, if the HLlouse will allow me to offer 
a resoluuon, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York asks unanimous consent to offer a resolu- 
tion. Is there any objection? The Chair hears 
ho objection. 

A Memser. Let it be read for information. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the reso- 
lution, as follows: 

Whereas, the Burlington Hawkeye, a newspaper pub 
lished in the State of Lowa, las recently published the fol 
lowmeg article, written from Couneil Biuils, in relation to 
the land office sales at that place: 

* During the second weck, after the office had opened, 
an order was reecived from Mr. Commissioner Hendricks, 
at Washington, to locate six thousand (6,000) acres in the 
name of the Hon. Jesse D. Brien. of Indiana. Of course 
the order was complied with out of the regular office hours, 
and thus the honorable Senator gota slice of the public 
lands ata single haul, while the rest of us had to take our 
turn atthe mill as the wheel rolled round. Wonder if the 
peculiar position which Senator BraiGgur oceupies toward 
the Administration had anything to do with this piece of 
party favoritism? Was it any part of the price paid for bis 
support of the Lecompton constitution 2°? 

Mr. WINSLOW, (interrupting the reading.) 
Is that resolution in order? 

The SPEAKER. 
it is not. 

Mr. WINSLOW. 
read further. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chairis of opinion that 
any paper reflecting upon a member of another 
coordinate branch of the legislative department 


1 demand the yeas and 


Then I object to its being 


In the opinion of the Chair 


of the Government is not in order, if the question | 


of order is raised. 
' 


Mr. WASIIBURN, of Maine. Does the Chair | 
hold that Mr. Brigur is a member of the Senate? | 
Unquestionably he isa Sen- | 


The SPEAKER. 
ator. 
Mr. GROW. 


Does the Chair hold that no Jan- | 


euace can be used reflecting upon the Commis- | 
sioner of the General Land Office, by whom this | 


order was sent? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly decides 
that this Hlouse has no right to order an investi- 
ration into the conduct of a member of a coérdi- 
nate branch of the legislative department of the 
Government. 

Mr. GROW. ‘This isa resolution to investi- 
rate the conduct of one of the executive officers 
of the Government—the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, who sent this order. 
the Chair hold that such a resolution is not in 
order? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair rules that the res- | 


olution is notin order, inasmuch as it reflects upon 
a member of a codrdinate branch of this depart- 
ment of the Government. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. Is the resolu- 
tion to be ruled out of order because it incidentally 
reflects upon a member of the other branch of the 
Legislature ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the res- 
olution is out of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Will the 


Chair suffer me to make this suggestion? As I 


Does | 


understand it, what has been read here is not in | 


the resolution, but is an extract from an lowa 
paper. No proposition has yet been reported to 
the House. That reflection was what the lowa 


paper contained; but what the proposition of the | 


gentleman from New York is, I do not yet under- 
stand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
itis such a reflection upon a aot of the other 
House as would not be tolerated debate, the 

| Manual expressly providing that reflection shall 


Senate. 

Mr. POTTER. But this reflection is conta», 
in the article which was read, and not in the rnc 
olution. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise 4, . 
question of order. The rule which makes it « = 
of order was itself suspended. 7 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is already enter. 
taining one question of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that the Hoy. 
do now adjourn. . 

Mr. GROW. Does the Speaker hold tha , 
member in debate cannot read an article froy : 
paper? 

The SPEAKER. Not an article reflecs,, 
upon a member in the other end of the Capito|” 

Mr. GROW. The charge is against an off,,, 
in the Land Office; and 1 would like to know hoy 
you would get at such an investigation uiless |, 

-charge is read ? . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Noy: 
Carolina raised the question of order that tho ps. 
per could not be read in consequence of its refec,. 
ing upon a member of the Senate. The Cy ;, 
sustains the point of order; and, if the gentlem,) 
had attempted to read itin a speech, the Chaiy 
would have ruled it out of order. 

Mr. GROW. Does the Chair consider tha: , 
reflection upon an officer in the Land Office js oy: 
of order ? I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Is that debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. GROW. Then I withdraw the appeal, 

Mr. ADRAIN, (at half past four o’clock, p.m, 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. HUGHES. Iriseto a question of order, 
I understand that when a member of the Hous: 
uses language in debate, or in a resolution, if that 
language is excepted to, the proper time to take 
exception is when the language is used, and itis 
required to be taken down at the Clerk’s desk. | 
desire to avail myself of that rule, as the Janguage 
was aimed ata Senator from my own State. [ask 
that the offensive language be taken down at the 
Clerk *3 desk. 

Mr. ADRAIN, 
the House? 

The SPEAKER, 
motion to adjourn, 

Mr. WUGLIES. Have I the right to make this 
point now? 

Mr. ADRAIN. I think the gentleman is ou 
of order, and I call him to order. 

Mr. HUGHES. The gentleman is always cal! 
ing me to order, when he is out of order himself 

Mr. ADRAIN. Because the gentleman frow 
Indiana is always out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order made by the gentleman from 
Indiana, because the matter has not come befor 
the Llouse in the way in which the rules éontem- 
plate that it shall be presented to the House whea 
the exception is to be taken. 

Mr. HUGHES. I hope the House will indus 
me in saying [shouts of ** Order!’’} Wher 
is the disorder now? 


The SPEAKER. 


1€ reg. 


Is there any question before 
yq 


The question is upon th 





Debate is not in order. 
Mr. HUGHES. 1 desire to say that the im- 
putation [Renewed shouts of ** Order!”’} | 

Mr. CLAY. I call the gentlemen upon ‘+ 
other side of the House to order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order for t¥ 
gentleman from Indiana to debate the pendiny 
question. 

Mr. ADRAIN., 
adjourn. ’ 

ir. HUGHES. The gentleman cannot mak 
that motion while I am upon the floor. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman cannot holt 
the floor to debate a proposition which is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. HUGHES. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The question presented t y 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Apraiy) ® 
a privileged question. 

Mr. ADRAIN.  L insist on my motion. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I appeal to the gentlemat 
from New Jersey to withdraw it for one mome!' 

Mr. ADRAIN. If there is anything perse®™ 
which the gentleman wishes to explain, | have 
| no objection. 


| Mr. ENGLISH. I merely wish to say that! 





I have moved that the House 


I rise to a privileged ques 
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sntirely familiar with the transaction referred 

am * ie newspaper extract which the gentleman 
y ’ = New York [Mr. Spinner] attempted to sub- 
20 the House, and know that there is nothing 
whateve rin it in the least discreditable to the dis- 
“nouished Senator alluded to, or to the Commis- 


oner of the General Land Office, or anybody | 


The insinuation proceeds from mere party 
malice, and as one of the friends of that Senator 
ss n perfectly willing to have the matter investi- 

am | a ef 19 
vated-——[ Cries of ** Order! 

* The SPEAKER, Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SICKLES demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. _ 

Mr, FLORENCE demanded tellers on the yeas 
al d nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Oxy, and 
Craice of North Carolina, were appointed. 
~ The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 37, nays 79; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Adrain, Anderson, Avery, Bocock, 
Bryan, Burnett, Caskie, Cobb, John Cochrane, Cockerill, 
lames Craig, Burton Craige, Davis of Indiana, Edmund 
von. English, Florence, Foley, Houston, Jackson, J. Glancy 
nes, Kelly, Lamar, Maclay, Moore, Niblack, Pendieton, 
yiilips, Reagan, Ruffin, Scales, Henry M. Shaw, Sickles, 


else. 









licofter—37. 
“NAYS—Messrs. Andrews, Bennett, Billinghurst, Bing- 


ham, Bliss, Brayton, Buffinton, Burlingame, Burroughs, | 


Campbell, Case, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, 
John B. Clark, Clawson, Clay, Clark B. Cochrane, Colfax, 
Comins. Covode, Cragin, Curtis, Davis of Maryland, Davis 
of Massachusetts, Davis of Lowa, Dean, Dodd, Farnsworth, 
Fenton, Foster, Giddings, Gilman, Gooch, Goodwin. Grow, 
flarlan, J. Morrison Harris, Thomas L. Harris, Haskin, 
Howard, Hughes, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, Leiter, Love 

y, Millson, Morgan, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, 
Mott, Murray, Olin, Palmer, Parker, Pettit, Peyton, Pike, 
Potter, Robbins, Roberts, Rovee, Aaron Shaw, John Sher 
wan, Judson W. Sherman, Robert Smith, Spinner, Stan- 
ton, Talbot, Tappan, Thayer, Tompkins, Underwood, Wal 

ijge, Walton, Elihu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 


and Wilson—79. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Camppe.y’s 
motion to lay on the table Mr. Frorence’s mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the main 
juestion was ordered on the resolution proposed 
by Mr. J. Guancy Jones. 

“Mr. JACKSON. No quorum voted on the last 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary that a 
quorum should vote on a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. CLAY. Is it in order to move that the 
House take a recess until seven o’clock this even- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to the transaction 
of any business without there being a quorum 
present. " 
~The SPEAKER. The fact whether or not 
there is a quorum present will be ascertained by 
the vote on the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, on which the yeas and nays have been de- 
manded. 

Mr. HOUSTON called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Berrinton, 
and Craice of North Carolina, were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 17, noes 70. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered, no 
quorum voting. f 

Aud then, on motionof Mr. MORSE, of Maine, 
(at four minutes to five o’clock, p. m.,) the House 
adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvuespay, pril 27, 1858. 


Prayer by Rev. Junius C. Grammer. 
lhe Journal o f yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


_The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a letter of the chief clerk of the Court of 
Claims, returning, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate, the petition and papers of Find- 
ley Patterson, heretofore referred by the Senate 
to that court; which, on motion of Mr. Bicier, 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also laid before the Senate a report from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, communicating, 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
information in relation to the cost of the publie 
prinungand advertising during the last five years, 
other than that ordered by Congress, at each of 


"he printing establishments in Washington, under | 
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what authority executed,and whether any change 
in existing laws is necessary to insure a proper 
economy in that branch of the public expenditure; 
which, on motion of Mr. HamtLin, was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills, received yesterday from the 
House of Representatives, were severally read 
twice by their titles and referred to the Commit- 


|| tee on Private Land Claims: 


A bill (No. 1v0) to revive an act entitled “An 
act for the relief offthe heirs, or their legal repre- 
sentatives, of William Conway, deceased.”’ 

A bill (No. 209) for the relief of the represent- 
atives of William Smith, deceased, late of Louis- 
lana. 

A bill (No. 211) for the relief of the heirs and le- 
gal representatives of Pierre Broussard, deceased. 

A bill (No. 214) for the relief of Regis Loisel, 
or his legal representatives. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. ALLEN, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that the House of Representatives dis- 
agrees to the first and second amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 306) to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1858, and 
agrees to the third amendment of the Senate to 
the said bill; which, on motion of Mr. Hlunrer, 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

BILLS BECOME LAWS. 

The message further announced that the Pres- 
ident of the United States had approved and 
sizne d, on the 7th of April, an act to provide for 
the organization of a regiment of mounted volun- 
teers for the defense of the frontier of 'lexas, and 
to authorize the President to call into the service 
of the United States two additional regiments of 
volunteers; and on the 19th of April an act for 
the relief of the legal representatives or assignees 
of James Lawrence; and, on the 2lst of April, 
the following: 

An act for the relief of Major Jeremiah Y. Da- 
shiell, paymaster in the United States Army; 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Alexander 
Stevenson; 

An act for the relief of N.C. Weems, of Lou- 
islana; and 

An act for the relief of Francis Wlodecki. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWARD presente d the petition of R. J. 
Todd, praying a reduction of the postage between 
the cities of New York, Brooklyn, and Williams- 
burg; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. GWIN presented a petition of citizens of 
California, praying that an appropriation may be 
made forthe survey of the harbor of Creseent City 
for the purpose of constructing a breakwater; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of residents of 
Solana county, California, praying the establish- 
ment of a weekly mail route from Nurse’s Land- 
ing to Suisun City, in that State; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

IIe also presented the petition of citizens of 
Calusa, California, praying the establishment of 
a mail route from that place to Marysville; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented papers in favor of the adop- 
tion of Oliver Evan Wood’s plan for the safe de- 
livery of letters sent by mailto California, Oregon, 
and Washington; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

He also presented the petition of citizens of 
California, praying that an appropriation may be 
made to pay the expenses incurred by that State 
in the suppression of Indian hostilities: which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
Militia. 


Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of Eliza 


H. Herndon, widow of W. L. Herndon, late of 


the Navy, praying to be allowed three year * full 
pay of her hasband as a commander; which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Mr. HARLAN pvesented the petition of Jo- 
seph Brebest, pr tain 


aying the payment of certain con- 


1813 


tinental scrip received by his father in payment 
for services as a soldier in the revolutionary war, 
with interest thereon; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 


establishing a mail route from the city of San Francisco via 
Alviso to San José, California. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. Auten, its Clerk, announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed a bill (AH. R. No. 
359) for the relief of Duncan Robertson; which 
thereupon received the signature of the President 
pro tempore. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STUART asked, and by unanimogs con- 
sent obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 296) 
amendatory of an act entitled ** An act to estab- 
lish two additional land districts in the Territory 
of Minnesota,’’? approved July 8, 1856; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. SEWARDasked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S. No. 32) for the benefit of the widow 
of Commander William Lewis Herndon, United 
States Navy; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of Lem- 
uel Worster, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill, (S. No. 294,) for the reliefof Lemuel Wor- 
ster. The bill was read, and passed to a second 
reading;and the report was ordered to be printed 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to whom was referred the petition of 
David D. Porter, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill, (S. No. 295,) for the relief of Da- 
vid D. Porter. The bill was read, and passed to 
a second reading; and the report was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. KING, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 207) to 
amend an act entitled * An act granting a pen- 
sion to Ansel Wilkinson,’’ approved August 13, 
1856, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (3. No. 98) to au- 
thorize and direct the payment of certain moneys 
into the treasury of the State of California, which 
were collected in the ports of said State as a revenue 
upon imports since the ratification of the treaty of 
peace between the United States and the Repub- 
lic of Mexico, and prior to the admission of said 
State into the Union, reported it without amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
5) making appropriations for the currentand con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1859, re- 
ported it without amendment, and gave notice 
that he should ask for its consideration as soon 
as the report of the Kansas committee of confer- 
ence should be disposed of. 

SAN FRANCISCO POST OFFICE. 

hir. BRODERICK. I introduced a resolution 
of inquiry on Wednesday last in regard to the 
post office at San Francisco. I hope the Senate 
will take up that resolution and pass it. 

‘The Senate proceeded to consider the following 
resgoiution: 


’ 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be requested to 
furnish the Senate with a quarterly siatement showing the 
aggregate amount collected at the post office at San Fran 
cieco, over and above the lawful postage, for box-rents from 
July 1, 1854, to December 31, 1857, and that he be requested 
to inform the Senate what law, or what reguiation of the 
Department, authorizes the collection of the same; and also 
whether the porunaster has any legal authority to diserim 
inate against one clase of citizens, and in favor of another 
class, by withholding letters—as letters are withheld at the 
San Francisco post office—from those who wiil not submit 
to the exaction for box-rents, until at least an hour after let- 
ters are delivered to those who do thus submit to the exac- 
uon. 

+} 


Mr. GWIN. The chairman of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads {Mr. YULEE] 
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objected to the passage of this resolution for rea- 
sons which have not been stated to me, and I 
would prefer that it should be laid over until he 
is in his seat. I have no objection to it myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the consideration of the special order has arrived. 

Mr. BRODERICK. | have no objection to 
letting the resolution lie over if my colleague is 
pot satisfied with it. 

Mr. KING. It will come up to-morrow. 

Mr. BRODERICK. If itcomes up to-morrow 
I shall not object to the postponement, 


KANSAS——-LECOMPTON CONSTITUTION, 


The Senate proces ded to consider the report of 


the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 161) 
for the admission of the State of Kansas into the 
Union. 

Mr. GREEN. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon a. question of concurring in the report. 

Mr. CLARK. [inquire what will be the effect 
of concurring in the report? Will it amend the 
bill of the Llouse, in the opinion of the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro fempore. So far as the 
netion of the Senate is concerned it will. 

Mr. CLARK, Wihill it require any future ac- 
tion before the Senate when the bill comes back 
from the Llouse, in the opinion of the Chair? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will 
depend entirely upon the action of the House of 
Representatives. ‘The yeas and nays have been 
called for. The Chair will first determine whether 
that call is sustained, 

The yt as and nays were ord re l. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the question now? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On coneurring 
in the reportofthe committee of conference. Those 
Senators in favor of concurring will say ** yea,”’ 
as their namesare called; those opposed to it will 
say ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, I wish, 
with as little consumption of the time of the Sen- 
ate as possible, to set forth the reasons whi Ny 
upon the fullest consideration that I have had the 
opportunity of giving to this subject, constrain me 
to vote against this report. In some respects, un- 
doubtedly, the amendment proposed by the com- 
mitiee of conference meets my cordial concurrence. 
lL was opposed to the admission of Kansas upon 
the basis of the Lecompton constitution, because 
I thought that instrument pot only did not ex- 
press the will of the people of Kansas, but was 
against their known will and wishes; and more- 
over I thought it had been made by fraud and po- 
litical trickery. lopposed, therefore, the enforce- 
mentof that constitution upon the people of Kan 
sas. That wasthe main pomntof controversy then, 
Gentlemen on the other side regarded it as being 
presented in all the forms of law, and said that 
those forms of law through which this question 
had passed inthe ‘Territory of Kansas, precluded 
us from any examination beyond them. [sup 
posed that forms were only intended to promote 
and ascertain the trath—not that they confined 
and crashed the truth and precluded all examin- 
ation mito at, 

{ was opposed to enforcing this instrument upon 
the people against their will and stained, as | sup- 
posed, with fraud. Other gentlemen took different 
views of the case, and insisted upon its prompt 
nnd immediate adoption and the absolute admis- 
sion of the State into the Union upon it. ‘The 
committee of conference, in their consideration of 
the subject, have changed the views which wer 
entertained by the Senate at that time, and have 
now agreed to abandon the Lecompton constitu- 
tion, so far at least as to submit it to the people 
of Kansas now for their affirmation. So far we 
are agreed, 

But, sir, in making that submission to the peo- 

ve, certain consequences are attached to it which, 
| think, are an unjust, an improper jncumbrance 
upon the free right of the pe ople to choose thetr 
institutions for themselves. Inthe bill substituted 
by the House of Re pre sentatives in place of the 
Senate’s bill, there was a fair submission of the 
Lecompton consutution provided for, and the 
people were told, **if you affirm this, very well; 
itis all at your discretion; a matter of choice with 
you, free, uninfluenced, fair; choose as you please; 
and af you choose to reject this constitution, as 
not satisfactory to you, aconvention of the people 
of the Territory shall immediately be called, to 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 





make such constitution as is satisfactory; and 
upon that constitution’s being made, and upon a 
reference of it to the people, if they shall affirm 
what the convention has done, the President of 
the United States being made acquainted with the 
fact, shall announce it by proclamation, and there- 
after the State shall be considered as one of the 
Union. 

That is the bill which the Senate has voted 
against. The committee of conference, abandon- 
ing, as I say, the enforcement of the Lecompton 
constitution as an absolute oge, and the admis- 
sion of the State as an absolute admission, come 
to our ground, so far as to agree that that instru- 
ment shall be submitted to the people. The com- 
mittee of conference say it shall be submitted to 
the people; buthow submitted? In the fair, open, 
unincumbered manner that it was to be by the bill 
of the Hlouse of Representatives? No, sir. 

[have said that this new amendment proposes 
the submission of the constitution. I am sub- 
stantially correet in that statement. Literally, 
however, it is but a submission of certain grants 
of Jand which have been habitually made by Con- 
rress upon the formation and admission of new 
States—grants for school purposes, grants for a 
university, grants for establishing a seat of Gov- 
ernment. It submits these grants and the condi- 
tion upon which they are made, to wit, that the 
State accepting them shall not be at liberty to in- 
terfere with the disposal of the public lands or to 
impose taxes upon them—it refers this formal part 
of the instrument of admission to the people. It 
submits to them the question, are you willing to 
take these grants of land or not? That is the only 
question to be submitted to the people, but by 
legislation a consequence is to flow from their 
action perfectly arbitrary in its nature, and alto- 
gether illogical in the conclusion. If they are 
willing to take the land, it is to be inferred that 
they are willing to take a constitution which is 
known to be obnoxious to them? And if they 
reject the grants of land for any reason, or with- 
out any reason, then they are to be considered as 
rejecting the constitution. 


Llere is a side Issue, 
or a collateral consequence, infinitely more im- 
portant than the direct question propounded to the 
people. 

Now, sir, why is this? It is in effect, I grant, 
for I do not wish to stand on mere formalities or 
technicalities, asubmission of the constitution to 
the people. It is a sort of*feiened issue out of 
Congress. That issue the people are to try. The 
world, looking at that issue, might say: ** well, 
what of this; what do you say about the consti- 
tution; there isnothing here about it???’ Oh, well, 
but we will annex, by law, a legal consequence, 
though no man would ever think of deriving itas 
a legitimate and logical consequence; and that 
consequence shall be, if you take the land, you 
take another thing entirely distinct from it—a cer- 
tain constitution. You agree to waive all your 
objections to what you regard as its obnoxious 
character or obnoxious parts, if you take the land. 
If you do not want the Jand, or if you reject it 
because itis notas muchas you desire or as much 
as you hoped for, then you shall be considered as 
rejecting the constitution, though you may, in 
fact, be satisfied with it. Is thisa fair submission 
of it to the people? You say to them, in effect, 
**vote for this obnoxious constitution; agree to 
put this little yoke on your necks; and you shall 
be rewarded for it with lands without limit al- 
most.’’ 

Sir, is not that offering a temptation? They are 
to have the land if they accept the constitution; 
if they do not, they are not to have it. Does it 
mean to hold out the idea that, by possibility, this 
is their last chance for obtaiming that land, and 
that having once rejected it in due form of law, | 
this form of law shall be set up against them as 
an estoppel—I think the word we have heard so 
often is estoppel—against their ever having any 
more land? Will the world consider it fair? Will 
the people of the United States consider it fair? 
If the people of Kansas are entitled to vote upon 
the Lecompton constitution, they are entitled to 
it in virtue of their right of self-government; they 
are entitled to it in virtue of that great sovereign 
popular right, by virtue of which every govern- 
ment that we represent here stands. We have 
no right to diminish, no right to control, no right 
to incumber it. It is their right,and you have no | 
right to annex penalties or conditions to the ex- | 


- 





to them for immediate admission. This is ¢ 


| Lecompton constitution, with all its imperfee 


| made against it; if you choose to humiliate 


| a territorial condition. 
| no legislation be adopted by Congress. 
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ercise of it. Although I have no idea that it ie 
the intention of Congress to withhold from Tag 
at any time hereafter, these lands; yet read thi. 
bill, and see if that is not the impression it ao 
make. At any rate, this is a great bonus offers, 


d 


i aley- 
lated to take away from the submission the com. 


plexion of fairness and equality; it is calculateds, 
take away from it the mace of justice, ; 
More than that: not only is this reward to Ate 
company one vote that they may give, but there 
is another consequence. This measure SAYS to 
the people of Kansas: * if you choose to take this 
, ae , tions 
on its head; if you choose to silence all the ¢ 
plaints and all the denunciations which you 


om. 
lave 


z q y Our. 
selves as freemen by a confession of as much 


baseness as that would imply, then, no matte, 
what your numbers are, we shall make no inquiry 
but come into the Union at once, with all the 
dowry of land which we give our newly-admitteg 
and infant States; you shall come in at once tp 
the great family of sovereign States; you shai) 
come into the Senate of the United States; yoy 


| shall come into the House of Representatives; and 


you shall sit side by side with those great and 
mighty States which achieved the Revolution, and 
achieved the liberties which we here enjoy—come 


| in and share with us the crown and the scepter: 
| accept these grants with this constitution, and yoy 


shall do it instantly, and we will make no inquiry 
as to your numbers. Only accept this constitu. 
tion, and all these things are yours; but reject it, 
and you shall not only not come in now asa soy. 
ereign State, but we will inquire into your num- 
bers, and you shall not come in now under any 
form of constitution, nor shall you ever come in 
under any form of constitution, until your popu- 


lation shall amount to that number which is fixed 


by the general law as the ratio of representation 
thronghout the country. 

Ifere, sir, are the benefits, and here are the pen- 
alties that are to attend upon the vote to be given 
in Kansas. Is this a fair submission? Is it for 
us—guardians, if of nothing else, of the political 


| morality of the country—to put such a temptation 


in the way of our people, those who are subject 
to our laws, and must follow our bidding? If 


| these are unfair incumbrances upon the right of 
| suffrage, is it not wrong in us to place this great 


free principle under such trammels and incum- 
brances as we are now doing? So it seems to me; 
and, in my opinion, those who consider it can- 
didly will come to the same conclusion. If my 
friends, who have beén in favor of the Lecomp- 
ton constitution, and especially those who have 


| been opposed to its submission to the people, 


shall look candidly at it, they will see, not only 
that the submission which they oppose has been 
granted, but see that that submission, and the 
vote which is to be given under it, are incun- 
bered by conditions, by trammels, and by temp- 
tations which ought not to be presented by us to 
any portion of our people. Must not that be 
their conclusion ? 

Mr. President, anxious as I am to see this sub- 
ject entirely settled, and this Kansas volcano ex- 
tinguished, closed up, filled up forever, I would 
rather that these measures should all fail, and 
Kansas be left just where you found her, than 
where this bill would place her. To do nothing 
would place her where this bill would; but 
would place her there without this injurious and 
unjust legislation on our part. This bill, if she 


| refuses to accept the Lecompton constitution, Ie 


mits her to a territorial condition. She is now! 


She will remain in it! 
What 
good, then, is this to effect? “Is not every gentle- 
man here morally certain that all these tempt 
tions will fail, and that this constitution will be 
rejected? Iam perfectly certain that it will be 
rejected; she will bea Vortiacr then, under the 
force of this legislation. She isa Territory now; 
and she will continue to be a Territory if this bill 
passes, and she rejects the constitution. Then 
what have we gained by it? Nothing; not ® 
straw; not the dust in the balance in which te 
peace of the country is weighed. 
Another and further distinction between the 
House bill and this bill is, that the House bill pro 
vided, in case of the rejection of the Lecompto" 
constitution, an immediate remedy for that, by 
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calling another convention, which convention, be- 
fore the next session of Congress, the bill sup- 
vosed, would have formed a constitution, which 
‘vould have been acted upon, and we should come 
here finding Kansas a State in the Union—at any 
rate, the question put out of our hands; for if 
they rejected this, we provided the means of their 
making another. This bill says, if they reject 
this, there is no means of their making another, 
and they shall not have another; it shall be post- 
noned indefinitely; and we here authorize them, 
when they have obtained acertain amount of pop- 
ylation, but not ull then, to make a constitution, 
thus leaving this vexed and vexatious question 
open, to pour out further troubles on the land. 

“Tt abandons, then—and that is all it does in 
concurrence with my ideas of the proper course 
on this subject—the Lecompton constitution, by 
agreeing to submit it to the people. It does no 
more than the House bill did on that point. In 
ail the rest it is faulty; in all the rest itis a poor, 
maimed imitation of the billof the House, worse 
for every change that has been made, and by these 
very changes creating insuperable obstacles to pre- 
vent those who view itas I do from giving their 
eoneurrence to the reportof this committee. | re- 
joice at It SO far as they go to abandon the Le- 
compton constitution; but, sir, how strangely are 
the views changed upon this subject, which will 
be satisfied with this reportof the committee here ? 
The President, in his special message, after ar- 
cuing the question and recommending and urging 
us to adopt the Lecompton constitution, among 
other reasons Says It Is the shortest and quickest 
way toclose up this Kansas question and all the 
agitations that have grown out of it. That is one 
af the President’s inducements. He tells us that 
will be the consequence. He tells us if we do not 
agree to it dangerous results will follow. ‘This 
was the argument here. Whatnow do the com- 
mittee of conference propose? They abandon the 
President; they abandon all his reasons; they 
abandon his recommendation; his authority is set 
atnaught; and what do they do? After having 
given the President much reason to believe that, 
to this extent at least, (that is, of shortening the 
method of settling the Kansas question,) they 
concurred with him in opinion, as the arguments 
of gentemen did on the original bill, they now 
tarn round and say it is far from their purpose to 
adopt the shortest and the quickest way for the 
admission of Kansas, to quell! all these disturb- 
ances, and to quiet the land, by admitting her into 
the Union; that is not their purpose at all; now 
hey say to her, if she does not take this thing 
she shall not come into the Union; she shall wait 
—how long I do not know; the President does 
not know. All the celerity of movement to a par- 
ticular goal is laid aside; and now if the President 
concurs init, as if it were in resentment on his 
part, Which L would not attribute to him—but re- 
sentment itself could not have dictated a course 
more calculated to avenge the wrong of refusing 
the Lecompton constitution absolutely, than the 
ene which 1s now proposed, that unless they take 
itthey shall not come into the Union for an in- 
definite ime—by the adoption of this amendment 
his friends say to the President, and by this re- 
port the committee of conference say to him, ‘* we 
do not care whether that time is long or short; we 
do not agree with you, sir, on the question of the 
Lecompton constitution or a continuation of all 
difficulties and all the disturbances and all the 
perus which have grown out of it in the country.”’ 
Phat is the action that is the legislation of Con- 
gress, if this report be adopted. 

I do not wish unnecessarily to enlarge on this 
subject. I have stated the main reasons why I 
cannot vote for the report. It seems to me to be 
in perfect consonance with the prejudices and sus- 
picions which have been excited in Kansas, that 
the committee of conference propose a change in 
the board to govern the election which the bill of 
the House prescribed and authorized. That au- 
thorized four commissioners, the Governor, and 
Secretary of the Territory, two officers of the 

resident’s appointment, and two individuals of 
the Territory who might be, the one the President 
“f the Council, and the other the Speaker of the 

louse of Representatives of the Legislature. Any 
turee of them were to constitute a board. Noth- 
ing, therefore, could be done in the board without 


one of the President’s appointees being there, or | ' 
one of the people’s appointees being there. Here || every one; we have legislated upon it throughout 


my 
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the board is increased to the number of five, and || 
another officer of the President’s appointment— 
the district attorney of the Territory—is added, 
making five, any three of whom may act; so that 
the judges appointed by the President to guard this 
election will constitute a majority, and can decide 
anything and everything, and have the election in 
their own hands. We know that this matter of 
regulating elections has been one of the great 
causes of jealousy and suspicion and complaint in 
Kansas; | need not say how justly, for that is not 
in question: but we have evidence enough unques- 
tionably to show that the public mind there has 
been full of jealousy, full of suspicion, of those 
who regulated theirelections. It has been charged 
that they controlled them by pretended votes, by 
false returns, or by one unfairness or another at 
the polls—polls which were governed entirely by 
party judges. The bill of the House proposed 
to take them out of the hands of party altogether, 
so that neither should have any right to complain. 

t proposed to have a power above party in this 
particular to govern and control this election. We 
chose men who, by their official stations, stood 
high, and whose integrity might be relied upon; 
but this committee propose to add a fifth, which 
destroys the character of impartiality—that char- 
acter calculated to repel suspicion, and repel jeal- 
ousy. This is comparatively a small affair, and 
I would give very little consequence to it; but the 
other is the main ground of objection, as it seems 
to me. It isnot fair; it is not equal; itis notjust. 

l ask my friends of the South, if the case were 
reversed between the North and the South, what 
would the South say to such a mode of submis- 
sion? What would the South say to the North 
if the North proposed to her, ** we will submit 
this constitution; we will say thatif you accept it 
we will give you land; we will give you immedt- 
ate admission into the Union as a State; we will 
say to all the aspirants in the Territory, * you 
who want to be Senators, you who hope to obtain 
that honored place, you who want to be Repre- 
sentauives from the new State, (and these are gen- 
erally the first and influential citizens,) to you we 
offer immediate admission, and the immediate op- 
portunity of obtaining these cherished and hoped 
for honors; but reject it, and you shall be idefi- 
nitely postponed.’ ”’ ‘Thatis notfair. What would 
the South say if the case were reversed, and the 
North were to put this form of question to a pro- 
posed State that had a majority in favor of sla- 
very and aslave State? Would they not think it 
very hard? | would. | would spurn it; | would 
resist it—resist it to the uttermost. 1 would de- 
mand for those of my section a fairelection upon 
equal terms. 

You have waited too long for the application in 
this case of a rule requiring a certain population 
before Kansas can be admitted. | believe, as far 
back as the last Congress, the bill of my friend 
from Georgia | Mr. ‘Toomss] proposed to author- 
ize them to come into the Union with the num- 
bers they then had. | voted for it; and we made 
this exception in respect to Kansas, on the ground 
not merely of right on her part, but because she 
was the source of so much trouble, and so much 
agitation throughout the land, that we desired to 
suppress the evil, and heradmission was thought 
to be the best mode of doing it. The proposition 
for her admission in that bill, I am certain, was 
founded upon and moved by these patriotic and 


| just considerations, on the part of my friend from 


Georgia, even then. As longas there was a hope 
of establishing the Lecompton constitution arbi- 
trarily on these people against their will, did any- 
body hear any serious objecuon made to iton the 
ground that they had not the requisite popula- 
tion? No,sir. It is now only announced; and 
coming in this way, itdoes comeas a penalty upon 
the people. All our legislation has been based 
on the idea that in this exceptional case, to guard 
against the mischiefs that Kansas had created 
throughout the country, we would take her into 
the Union, bind her in the Federal chain, and 


leave her to herself, to drag that chain along as 
she could or might; to have upon her all its obli- 


gations, to govern herself, and to govern herself 


|| at her own hazard; and thus, to use a familiar ex- 


pression, localize all the trouble she might create 
among her own people, and confine it to them. 


| We have pursued that policy; we have proceeded 


upon that concession upon every side, and by 
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up to this moment; and now, for the first time, 
| after these long concessions, disfranchisement is 
| threatened; the penalty of being remitted indefi- 


nitely to a territorial condition is held out if the 
people do not accept a constitution that we know 
is obnoxious to them. 

I say, Mr. President, that it does not appear 
to me that this is fair; and although I belong, as 
every man must do, to some part or some section 
of the country, I want to see justice done. My 
experience teaches me that justice alone isa last- 
ing foundation, in public or in private life, for 
everything dear and valuable. It is the only sure, 
unshakable, imperishable foundation, and upon 
that basis alone can the connections and relations 
between States and nations be calculated on as 
permanently settled. Nothing else will do. The 
affections of the human heart may aid, I trust 
have aided, I hope will long continue to aid, in 


strengthening this permanent foundation which 


justice herself has made; but these are transitory 
and changeable. Circumstances may create a flow 


of kind feelings; circumstances may produce a 


fatal end to them. They will not4dlo fora found- 
ation. Like a foundation that is laid upon the sand 
or upon the water, itis unstable, changeable. Jus- 
tice iseternal, everlasting. If you want to secure 
it, the attempt merely to get up a good feeling for 
the moment is not sufficient. It may be a remedy 
partially, for a day or for an hour; but thatis no 
what we want. We want something that shall last 
That is justice. Justice will quiet everybody. 
Then is this justice? You want to quiet all 
these agitations. So doI; no man more than f. 
Anything and everything that was in my power 
would Ido to accomplish the object. Let us try 
impartial justice: no crimination, no retaliation. 
Do justice. Upon that we can stand firm, and 
defy all the accidents and chances of time or cir- 
cumstance. That is my mode of giving security 
to the North and to the South, to the East and to 
the West; and without it there will be no perma- 
nent peace, there will be no tranquillity. Evil gen- 
erates nothing but evil; injustice generates noth - 
ing but injustice; and her steps are constantly 
from bad to worse. Now, 1]ask,is this right? 1s 
it just?) That is the question the Senate ought 
to consider. Each gentleman can resolve it for 
himself. I have given the reasons which have 
| guided me to the solution of that question at which 
| have arrived. 
We hear, Mr. President, a greai deal about 
| this section and that section, and a man’s alle- 
riance toone section and another section. Within 
acertain limit and scope, this language is allow- 
able cnough; but, sir, take my case. What is 
the position of my State? I know, in the sort of 
_ political geography which has been made of our 
country, In spite of its natural geography, the 
extremes of North and South have swallowed up 
all the States; but what propriety is there in this ? 
Is there not a great western section, geographic- 
ally, as well asa northern and a southern sec- 
tion? In my country we call ourselves western 
men. Geographically we have that position in this 
Union. You have an extreme to the north, with 
its peculiar employments and its peculiar opin- 
ions. A different state of things exists at the ex- 
treme south. You are both upon the ocean; but 
where are we? We are in the Great West—we 
are the Great West. Though not equal at this 
time, in point of population, to either the north- 
ern or the southern section, we are destined to 
be more in population than both of them put to- 
| gether—destined to have more of the surplus of 
| the products of the earth in our bands than all 
the rest of the United States; occupying the most 
| fertile region of the world in all that is necessary 
for the subsistence and comfort of mankind; and, 
| in the language of that famous French writer, De 
Tocqueville, occupying a region the finest and 
the moat glorious that the Almighty ever made 
for the habitation of man. That is our country 
in the West. We touch no ocean; we are inte- 
| rior. We lie in no connection with the North; 
we are far from the South. 
| What peculiar interest does this geographical 
position of ours give us? North and South nee 
occasionally have their passions excited to thin 
that one or the other would be better off in the 
case of a dissolution, We know that; we have 
seen some symptoms of it, unhappily for us all. 
We have heard the expression of such senti- 


‘| ments. These are the sentiments of extremes, far 
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separated, with different institutions and to some 
extent different interests, leading occasionally to 
harshness of feeling on eitherside. When 4 tariff 
is refused, perhaps northern men think they would 
be better off without the Union. The South has 
occasionally thought, you know, that she would 
be better without you. All these opinions may 
be honest, but all these variances of sentiment lead 
to one deplorable effect—the breaking of our great 
Union, the destruction of the mightiest hopes of 
man, the destruction of the mightiest hopes thatall 
mankind might derive from our example of public 
liberty and public prosperity. For the reasons I 
have mentioned, North or South may be occasion- 
ally of opinion that their interests would be ben- 
efited by a separation—opinions honestly, it may 
be patriotically, entertained; but what must ever- 
lastingly be the sentiment of that great western 
region of country to which I have alluded? Their 
interest, if I may call it so, their peculiar interest, 
is the Union. There never can be a time when 
any one of us in that section can think it is our 
interest that this Union should be destroyed. I 
ask gentlemen here, coming from the region of 
which I speak, how many men are there that you 
have found in thet region who countenance fora 
moment the idea of disunion? ‘They are all of one 
mind—instinctively of one mind.  Instinctively 
they understand their interest; and that is the 
great pervading motive of mankind on which alone 
durable relations can be established. What is 
your interest, you of the West? I have paint- 
ed your condition feebly, and your productions. 
What are youtodo? Are your products to rot 
upon your hands and to be the cause of pestilence 
among you? No; but it must be so, unless you 
ean find vent for them somewhere. Where are 
you to go? If a dismemberment of the Union 
takes place between the North and South, you are 
opposed to that, forever opposed to it, because it 
is to take away from you one of the means of ac- 
cess to the ocean and to the world, and to the marts 
of the world, for the sale of your productions. If 
there was a division between North and South, 
the West micht be occluded entirely either from 
going to the markets of New York or going to 
New Orleans, without being subject to tolls and 
taxes; and could that be borne? It would bea 
mighty burden for them to bear. It is their in- 
terest to avoid that burden. It is their interest, 
their peculiar interest, and must ever remain so, 
to keep the Union together, in order that they 
may have that mighty scope of free trade which 
they now enjoy. *They will always have more 
to sell than any other equal number of people on 
the face oftheearth. They have more than would 
glut New Orleans, more than wouid glut New 
York, if it could all be poured there. We want 
all these accesses. In our very position there is 
a local, a natural, a destined patriotism so far as 
the Union is concerned. We must be found in it. 
Our prosperity, | may say, if not our existence 
as an agricultural people, depends on the pres- 
ervation ef the Union, and all the means jor ex- 
portation and for commerce that both the northern 
and southern sectionsaflord. We must go through 
both sections in order to find markets abroad for 
those produets which are not to be consumed in 
our own country. We are enlisted and bound by 
an everlasting and perpetual bond of interest to 
stand by and protect the Union for the sake of the 
commerce, and for the sake of the freedom of trade 
which it, and it alone, secures to us. This is our 
pecans interest. The North may have its; the 
South its; this is ours. You of this region ought 
to consider yourselves as bound by this interest, 
if possible, to superior care and vigilance over its 
preservation. We, having this interest always 
to guide us, an instructive as well as a judicious 
guide standing between these twoextremes,ought 
to take care that justice be done by one extremity 
to the other. We have no interest, gentlemen of 
the North and South, that is not yours so far as 
mere union goes; but we have an interest beyond 
that; we have a material, a peculiar interest in the 
preservation of the Union of these States for the 
sake of the trade and the market which it gives us. 
This ought to govern our actione? We shouk 
consider ourselves as the appointed guardians ie 
this particular interest, having a deeper stake than 
others in the preservation of the Union, and bound 
to stand together in every fretful moment of dis- 
content between the North and South to see that 
equal justice be done to both and to all. 
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This is the position which I feel for myself and | 
my brother Senators who represent that section || 
of country; and I wish it were so that these great 
political truths were known and recognized, even 
in half their value, by every man who lives in that 
region, much less every one who represents them. 
We should be then as a sentinel set up in the Con- 
stitution, to watch over the Union, for the sake 
of protecting that which we shall be sure never | 
to foreet—our local and material interests. That 
will keep us awake constantly. We can have no | 
prejudices against North or South. Our prosper- 
ity, to a great degree, depends upon them. We 
hail and cherish them all as our fellow-citizens, 
all as parts of the grand whole which constitutes 
us a mighty nation, now taiked of in all the courts 
of Europe as one of the great Powers of the earth; 
and but a few years shall sweep over us, when, 
instead of being one of the creat Powers of the 
world, we shall be ranked as the greatest Power; 
when our word and our law, our words of justice 
and our laws of liberty, shall be heard of and 
known throughout the habitable globe. Whata 
glorious mission and what a bright day of pros- 
perity is thus presented to us! Are we, the des- 
tined heirs and inheritors of such a mighty land 
is, to lower our thoughts to the practice 
of little arts and little policies, about the terms 
and conditions on which a little feeble Territory 
is to be admitted into the Union? Are we to be 
distracted with this Lecompton question? Is it 
fit for the consideration of men, born as we are 
to such a mighty destiny—men from whose loins 
is to spring a generation who shall have a Gov- 
ernment wider than imperial Rome possessed ? | 
Cannot we deal with these little things that dis- | 
turb our peace, without allowing them to excite 
us into any acts that may even apparently be un- 
just or uneqal—excite us to any unjust and fret- 
ful legislation on any subject? 

The very thoughts that are natural to a citizen 
of these great United States should prevent it. If 
he will but raise his eyes from the ground on | 
which he treads, if he will lift up that face which 
God has given him to look to heaven, and look 
forward, is there not enough to swell the heart of 
the nation, to give ita dignity and consequence 
in its own contemplations, to raise it above all the 
little mists and fretful policies of the day? We 
have only to think of ourselves, to appreciate our- 
selves, toactup to ourselves, and then tread in the | 
paths of justice, disdaining to do anything but | 
justice, eqaal justice—not only not to do injus- | 
tice, and | am sure intentional injustice is not de- 
signed by any member—to do not only justice, 
but to avoid the suspicion or appearance of injus- 
tice in our conduct towards the different parts of | 
this great and mighty family. This is the object | 
I have endeavored to accomplish, with but little 
effect, | know. 1 have acted in a spirit of entire 
abandonment of every selfish purpose and every 
selfish feeling. I may be altogether wrong in 
these views. I have done what I thoucht best 
for my country and my whole country—best for 
every partofit. ‘The best way of protecting the 
peculiar interest ofevery section is by doing equal 
justice; and that you may be sure | will always 
do, according to my conception, where the South 
is concerned, She shall have justice; the North 
shall have justice; every portion of my country 
shall have justice as | understand it. It is in that 


as this 


spirit, aspirit inoffensive in itself to any one, that || 


I have endeavored to make good my opposition to 
this Lecompton proceeding. 

Mr. President, with these remarks, and thank- 
ful for the attention with which they have been 
received by the Senate, f will not trespass longer 
on their patience. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, as I think the 
Senator from Kentucky has entirely misconceived 
the proposition presented by the committee of con- 
ference, | must beg the indulgence of the Senate | 


deem to be its true shape. 
The proposition of the committee of conference | 


is the substitution of an entirely new billin place || 


of that which passed the Senate, and in place of the 


Representatives. * This proposition affirms that 


the people of Kansas elected a convention of del- || 
egates who assembled at Lecompton, and that |! 
through that convention these people formed for || 
It affirms that this || 


themselves a government. 
constitution having been examined, is found to be 
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fora few moments whilst I present it in what I || 


| ing these difficulties. 


| 
| 
| 
} 
«@gendment which was proposed by the House of 
| 
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republican in itscharacter. Itthus acknowledges 
not only the authority of the Lecompton conyen. 
tion, but itacknowledges the validity of their ace 





| tion; it receives the constitution presented by them 
_as the constitution of the people of Kansas, anq jt 
_ admits that the application which they have made 


for admission into the Union, is the application 
of the people of Kansas speaking through ¢ 
convention, 

Sut this proposition, in its preamble, goes a 
little further. It refers to the fact that the people 
of Kansas, through their convention, have res 
sented an ordinance in which they proposes to 
concede their right to tax the property of the Uni. 
ted States, upon condition that certain grants of 
land should be made to them. It affirms that this 
ordinance is not acceptable to Congress, but thar 
Congress is willing to make them the same grant 
that was made to Minnesota, which is the same 
that was proposed by the amendment of the Sep. 
ator from Kentucky; and is willing to give them 
that much on condition that they will surrender 
or concede the taxing power over the property of 
the United States; and that, if they are willing to 
do so, they are to declare their wish by a vote of 
the people, a majority of those voting to detery. 
ine the question; and, when they shall say that 
they will agree to this contract thus modifi d, 
then, upon that vote, they are to be admitted by 
proclamation of the President. 

Accordingly, this bill proposes to enact that 
Kansas shall be received into the Union with the 
Lecompton constitution upon equal terms with 
the other States; upon the fundamental condi. 
tion, however, that she shall signify, by a vote of 
her people, their acceptance of this modification 
of the contract which Congress proposes. It then 
proceeds to offer an alternative proposition in the 
event that a majority of the people of Kansas 
should determine not to accept this modified con- 
tract, and not to be admitted into the Union under 
it. It then provides that there shall be no more 
conventions; that they shall not offer themselves 
for admission until they have population enough 
to entitle them to one member of the House of 
Representatives according to the existing ratio. 
Now, I maintain that both of these propositions 
are entirely right in themselves, and perfectly 
consistent with the previous action of the Senate, 

The bill passed by the Senate recognized the 
authority of the convention at Lecompton, and 


heir 


| the validity of their action; and it proposed to ad- 


mit Kansas with the constitution framed by them, 
but admitted her upon the fundamental condition 


_ that she should concede her right to tax the prop- 
erty of the United States. 


There it stopped. It 
did not proceed to provide for the event that the 
people might not choose thus to modify this con- 
tract and to enter into the Union on these terms. 
The proposition of the committee of conference, 
and the bill passed by the Senate, are alike in these 
respects: both acknowledge the authority of the 
Lecompton convention; both admit the validity of 
the constitution framed by that convention; both 
act upon the principle that Congress has no right 
to require that constitution to be submitted to the 
people; both recognize that principle fully and 
entirely; both admit the State conditionally; that 
is to say, upon the condition that they shall cede 
away the right to tax the public lands of the Uni- 
ted States. 

But the proposition of the committee of confer- 
ence goes further than the bill of the Senate. The 
bill of the Senate stopped there, and did not seek 
to provide for the contingency that a majority of 
the people of Kansas might not accept this mod- 
ification of the contract which we propose to them. 
The bill passed by the Senate took the risk that 
the people in that troubled region might assemble 
in convention and declare that they would not ac- 
cept this condition, and would therefore be out of 
the Union. The bill passed by the Senate pro- 
vided for none of these contingencies, but acted 


upon the suppositica, as has been done sometimes 


before, that the people of Kansas would concur 
in all these things, and risked the chances of meet- 
The scheme of the confer- 
ence committee goes further. It provides espec!- 
ally for the difficulty [ have just suggested. It 
says, ‘‘ before we admit you you must say whether 
you will concede away the taxing power for this 
modification of the grant which we have given 

ou. If youare willing to concede away the tax- 
ing power for the consideration we now offer you, 
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then you shall be admitted upon proclamation by 
aa President.”? In doing this the bill under con- 
<ideration has proceeded in precise conformity 
with principle. What was the case of lowa? She 
offered herself for admission witha constitution 
republican In form, and with certain boundaries 
which Congress changed. Congress admitted her 
npn condition that her people would consent to 
that modification of boundary. Congress said the 








assent was to be signified by a vote of the people, | 


and thus the precedent is precisely parallel with 
the proposition that is now made; and Congress 
declared that if they did assent by a vote of the 
majority of the people, then the State should be 
admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the other States by proclamation of the President. 
How was it with regard to Michigan? The same 
thing occurred. The same condition was imposed, 
except that Congress said it should be referred to 
a convention of the people that was to be called to 
consider this one question only. 

In regard to an ordinance claiming lands, I 
know of but two cases in which changes were 
made. One was in Arkansas, and the other in 
California. In Arkansas, the State was admitted 
ypon the express condition that she should cede 
the taxing power over the property of the United 
States, and a change was made in the quantity of 
lands which she proposed to take in consideration 
of that concession. The bill of admission was 
passed on the 15th of June, and on the 23d of the 
same month a supplemental act was passed sub- 
mitting it to the Legislature of Arkansas, to say 
whether they would accept certain propositions 
—there were five of them, I believe—in consid- 
eration of this concession of the right to tax the 
property of the United States. Congress referred 
it to the Legislature to determine; because, as 
they said in the act, the power had been given 
them by the convention which formed the con- 
stitution; thus showing that, in the opinion of 
Congress, the right to cede away the power to tax 
any poruon of the property or lands within its 
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which I have referred, but that it is right and 
proper in itself, that it is due to the people of the 
State who ask admission. 

Now, sir, | ask how can it be said that by this 
act we submit the constitution? We do no such 
thing. We acknowledge the validity of the con- 
stitution, and we say, in regard to this contract 
which is offered to us, ‘* the terms are not accept- 
able; we will not accept the terms you offer; but 
we will accept others, naming them, and if you 
choose to be admitted on them, you may.”’ Itis 
true that in giving that vote for admission they 
may be governed by other reasons than those 
which relate merely to the proposition itself; but 


| is that any concern of ours? Can we look into 


the human breast and search for motives? Can 


| we prescribe what are to be the reasons which are 
to govern the popular vote? By no means. All 


domain was a right which belonged to sovereign- 


ty, aright to be given by the same power which 
made constitutions, and which created conven- 
tions. It is obvious that if, in regard to bound- 
ary, it required an act of the sovereign people, 
either through their own vote, or through conven- 
tions, or through Legislatures that had been spe- 
cifically endowed with this power by the conven- 
tion, to cede away the jurisdiction over certain 
territory, it certainly would require it in order to 
cede a particular portion of that jurisdiction; that 
is to say, the right to tax. 

Is not this practice fortified and supported by 
reason? Is not this conditional submission of the 
ordinance—and nothing else is submitted—this 
submission of a change in the terms of a contract 
inregard to land, proper in itself? Suppose there 
had been no controversy in regard to the consti- 
tution offered by Kansas; suppose it were ad- 
mitted on all hands that the convention which as- 
sembled at Lecompton was properly authorized; 
thatits proceedings were legal and valid; and sup- 
pose this precise difference had arisen in regard 
to the land, that they had demanded the twenty- 
three million acres provided for in their ordinance, 
and that we had thought proper to give not more 
than the three or four millions which this prep- 
osition of the committee of conference proposes 
to give them: would it not have been said to be 
pertectly fair and right and proper, and that it was 
due to the State that we should ascertain whether 
she would give her assent to this change in the 
contract? Why, sir, ittakes two parties to make 
a contract, and it takes two to change it. Would 
any one have objected; would not all have said 
that perhaps it was the wisest way, beyause thus 
Wwe avoid the danger of the people meeting in con- 
vention, and saying that they would not accept 
this fundamental condition upon which they were 
admitted? Weavoid the danger ofall the mischiefs 
that would occur from the anarchy and confusion 
Which would arise if they were thus to assemble 
and reject the condition—a danger which is the 
greater in a troubled Territory, where its popula- 
tion is disturbed and divided, than in ordinary 
cases; for in most cases it might be presumed with 
satiety that, in order to be admitted, the State 
would acquiesce in the conditions which were pro- 
posed. But, sir, it is a risk that would be run in 
al such cases; and no one can say that it is not 
ouly safer and better to pursue the precedents to 


that we have to do is to keep within the limits of 
our powers, and to respect those of the States. 

And what is it that we have affirmed in regard 
to the submission of the constitution? We have 
never said that the people might not submit their 
own constitution; we have never said that it was 
improper to do so; what we have said is, that it 
is a matter for the people themselves to determine; 
that they must determine it either through the 
act which called the convention into being, limiting 
and defining its powers, or they must determine it 
through their own convention; and we have said 
that if they did not require the submission, Con- 
gress could not require it of them, because that 
was an act which belonged to the sovereign power 
of the State itself. That is our doctrine. If, then, 
we submit this proposition in regard to the mod- 
ified contract, how do we depart from this doc- 
trine? Wedo not say to them, ‘* your constitu- 
tion is unsatisfactory.’ We do not say to them, 
‘you must have a popular vote on the constitu- 
tion.’? We do not say, ** we dispute the evidence 
which you have presented according to the legal 
form.’’ On the contrary, we ‘say, ‘* we receive 
it all; we acknowledge the authority of your con- 
vention; we acknowledge the validity of your 
constitution, and we acknowledge that we hate 
no power either to change that instrument or to 
require you to pass upon itin any other form than 
that which you have determined for yourselves; 
but in regard to the contract that you propose to 
us, we have the right tochange that, and we sub- 
mit it to you to say whether you will or will not 
accept this mod:fication which we propose of the 
contract.”’ Is not that a fair statement of the case ? 
Is it not plain that we preserve our consistency 
because we not only require no submissien of the 
constutution, but because we accept and acknowl- 
edge it; we submit only what we have a right to 
submit, and that is the change we make in the 
contract that they propose to us. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky 
objects that in doing this we are doing what is 
unfair, because, he says, we accompany it with 
another proposition; we say to the people of Kan- 
sas: ** If you will consent to this change, and de- 


| sire admission upon these terms, then we will 


make you these grants of land; but if you do not, 


| you must remain in a territorial condition until 
| you have people enough to entitle you to one Rep- 
| resentative in Congress, and then only can you 


form a constitution, and come into the Union as 
a State.”’ He says, in this way we offer them 
a reward to accept one constitution, and we pro- 


| pose to punish them in the event that they do not 


accept it. ‘This is an entire mistake on the part 
of the Senator, and it arose from begging the 
question. We do not submit the constitution to 
the people at all. We say to them: ‘So far as 
you have gone, you have proposed to come into 
the Union upon certain terms; you have presented 


| us a constitution; you have also presented us an 


ordinance which contains a contract in regard to 
the taxing power; we accept your constitution; 
we acknowledge that to be republican in form; but 
we do notaccept the ordinance. If, however, you 


| choose to take a lesser quantity of land, we make 


you a grant which is liberal;’? but which ought 
not to have been called excessive by the Senator 


| from Kentucky, because | believe it is precisely 
| the same grant which he proposed in his own 


amendment to the Senate bill. How is it unequal 


!and unfair? Hlow is it that it is to be considered 


as revengeful or fretful legislation, if we say to 
them, “‘ in the event that you do not come in under 
this application which you yourselves have made 
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| to us for admission, you must remain in a terri- 
| tortal condition until you have peopie enough to 

entitle you to one member, according to the ratio 
| of representation? He himself, in his own re- 
marks, gave the answer to it. 

We maintain, as a general proposition, that the 
| people of no Territory ought to be admitted as a 
| State until they have population enough for one 
member of Congress. Does any one dispute that 
principle? Is it not evident upon its face? But 
we say in this case of Kansas—and we are sin- 
cere in it, for we said it two years ago in the bill 
offered by the Senator from Georgia—we will 
waive these considerations for the sake of the 
peace of the country, and in order to settle this 
agitating question, provided you will come in and 
| make a final disposition of the whole matter. If, 
however, you refuse to come in and make a final 
disposition of the whole matter, the consideration 
fails upon which we were willing to incur the mis- 
| chief of admitting a new State with an insufficient 

population. We can no longer attain that good 
The next best thing we can do for the peace of the 
country is to say to her, ** you must be quiet until 
you have people enough to entitle you to at least 
one member before you enter the Union.’’ We 
thus at last put down these attempts at conven- 
| tions which may disturb and distract that people, 
| and introduce questions of discord and confusion 
in Congress. We thus establish a sound general 
| principle, whose justice, I think, cannot be dis- 
puted. In regard to the grants of land, it was not 
| hecessary to say anything of them in the contin- 
gency of a rejection of our proposition, because it 
|is obvious that whenever the people of Kansas 
come in hereafter, if they should fail to come in 
under this submission of the ordinance, they will 
| make their own propositions in regard to land, 
and there is no doubt but that we shall deal with 
| them as liberally as we have always done with 
| the new States. If they do not come in under this 
| constitution, and we cannot settle the question in 
that way, is it not obvious that the nearest ap- 
proach we can make to putting an end to these 
agitations, is to say to them, ** you must remain 
in your territorial condition until you have more 
stability, more people, and give us atleasta truce 
and a breathing spell ?”’ 

How much better is that for the peace of the 
| country than the proposition made by the Sena- 

tor from Kentucky! In that event he thinks it 
| fair to allow these people to form a constitution 
| for themselves, and to require, when that consti- 
| tution is formed, that the President shall bring it 

in upon proclamation; thus abdicating the consti- 

tutional duty imposed upon Congress to see that 

this instrument is republican in its character; 
| thus violating, as it seems to me, ina most es- 

sential particular, that great constitutional duty 
| which is imposed upon us to see, before a State 
enters into the Confederacy, that its constitution 
is republican in form. Why, sir, without this it 
is impossible that we could carry out the guar- 
antee ofa republican form of government which is 
imposed on us by the Constitution of the United 
States. If we pursue that routine, we do notad- 
| mit them until we know that they have a repub- 
lican constitution; and if a change is attempted 
| to be made, we can maintain the existing govern- 
| ment against any proposed change, ifit should be 
/anti-republican, Butif we admit it beforehand, 
with an anti-republican constitution, on procla- 
mation by the President, how can we ever after- 
wards change it? Can we goin to impose a gov- 
ernment upon the people? Can we say what must 
be a proper and republican form of government 
to suit them? That was never designed. All that 
was meant by the Constitution of the United 
| States, was that we should choose between one 
| government which we had acknowledged to be re- 
publican, and another which might be attempted 
to be substituted for it which was not republican 
| in its character. But we were not to choose be- 
tween a government made by the people of the 
State and one made by ourselves, but between 
two governments, of which one at least had been 
made by the people and acknowledged to be re- 
publican. 

After this, what becomes of the question of 
frauds, which has been dwelt upon so largely 
here? Is not such a proposition as that which 
was contained in the second branch of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky an admission 
‘| that these questions of fraud are matters which 
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it is not for us to consider, that we must take the 
chances, that we must take whatever the proper 
authorities of the proposed State pronounce to be 
legal? Does he not thus concede the precise prin- 
ciple upon which we have acted in receiving the 
Lecompton constitution? or, if he repudiates this 
conclusion, does he not admit that he is opening 
the door to frauds of every description in Kansas, 
when he abdicates all power on the part of Con- 
gress to look into questions of fraud or fact in re- 
gard tothe formation of the proposed constitution? 
And how would his scheme affect the peace of the 
country? A new constitution to be formed in 
Kansas out of the distracted elements existing 
there! Each of the sections of the Union pour- 
ing in its people to produce a desired result, and 
this under temptations to fraud and violence, 
which would be the stronger from the fact that 
the result, no matter how obtained, would be final, 
and no longer subject to the supervising power of 
Congress. Do we not know that we should be 
thus sowing the seeds of dissensions and agita- 
tions which would probably distur) this Union 
to its center? Because we do not accept such a 
proposition as thatin the alternative that the peo- 
ple do not come in under our scheme of submit- 
ting this modified ordinance; because instead of 
that we leave them in their territorial condition, 
and impose upon them the sound restriction that 
they must thus remain until they have people 
enough to entitle them to one Representative in 
the House of Representatives, the Senator thinks 
we are trying them with threats, and acting un- 
fairly and unjustly towards them. 

Sir, | can see no foundation for any such charge. 
1 believe that, if a majority do not vote to accept 
this proposition on which their admission will de- 
pend, the best thing for the people of Kansas, and 
certainly the best thing for the people of the Uni- 
ted States, which can then be done, will be to let 
them know that they will have to remain in this 
position probably for some years to come. We 
may thus obtain a truce on this agitating and dis- 
turbing question, and a truce for even four or five 
years may be of inestimable advantage to us. It 
may be that, in that time, we may improve the 
opportunities of this truce into a permanent and 
lasting peace; that we may engage the public mind 
in the consideration of other questions; that we 
may employ it in those vast interests, material 
and moral, which are necessary to our progress 
and advancement; that we may learn to treat each 
other with more of justice and moderation, and 
with a more conciliatory spirit. Whenever that 
is attained, I believe, then, with the Senator from 
Kentucky, it will be hard to fix the limits to our 
progress and our improvement. 

But, sir, if these agitations are to continue—and 
it seems to me that his scheme invites them, In- 
stead of putting an end to them—for four or five, 


- or even, perhaps, three years longer, no man can 


say what isto happen in the future. I believe 
that the deepest interests of the American people 
are concerned in adopting some scheme to quiet 
this question for the present, at least; and if they 
would adopt this scheme presented by the confer- 
ence committee, it is probable, in my opinion, that 
we should have repose for a while at least—a 
repose which, perhaps, might be improved, as 
I said, into a permanent peace. I believe that 
by adopting this proposition, the question would 
pass for a time, at least, out of Federal politics; it 
would be localized; and when that is done, I think 
there are interests of magnitude enough to employ 
the public mind, and to engage it in a more whole- 
some manner. But, sir, like the Senator from 
Kentucky, | can only say that in signing my name 
to this recommendation of the conference com- 
mittee, | sought to do what I believed to be best 
for the whole country. [believed it to be just in 
itself; | knew it to be consistent with the princi- 
a which | and my friends have been advocating 
vere; and | was willing to do almost anything 
which was compatible with just and fair dealing, 
and which did not sacrifice consistency or prin- 
ciple, to settle this question. If I could secure 
a and preserve the peace of the country, I 
relieve I should secure all the good which those 
whom I represent can derive from any settlement 
of this question. 

Mr. COLLAMER. Mr. President, I do not 
propose, at this ume, to occupy the Senate at any 
great length; but I shall endeavor, as succinctly 
and as distinctly as I can, to state, in the first 
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place, why I, together with those who act with me, | the Lecompton constitution, which had been re. 


opposed the Senate bill, without going into the 
argument on its merits; and, in the second place, 
why we voted for the amendment of the House 
of Representatives; and, in the third place, why 
we cannot vote for the proposition now offered. 
First, as to the Senate bill: its substance was, 
if adopted, that it admitted Kansas into the Union 
asa State under the Lecompton constitution with- 
out any further action of the people. Our objec- 
tions consisted essentially in these: that that con- 
stitution was framed by a convention which was 
the fruit and result of usurpation and fraud; that 
the usurpation which had been instituted origin- 
ally continued so as to deprive the people of the 
opportunity of free voting on the subject of calling 
a convention; that an unfair and imperfect census 
was taken, by which a large part of the people 
were deprived of the chance of voting for dele- 
gates; thatthe constitution was formed in defiance 
of the will of the people, as manifested in their 


i 
| 
| 
| 


then recent election for a Territorial Legislature, | 
and was made in point of fact only by those who | 
acted in and approved of it, by a minority of those | 
originally elected to the convention; that the con- 
stitution was professed to be presented to the | 


people in a disguised and deceptive form; that the 
people themselves were deprived of the opportu- 
nity which had been promised to them, of passing 
upon the whole constitution; that an election was 


held, wherein they professed to obtain some six 


thousand votes for the constitution with slavery; 
that an election for State officers was made under 
that constitution by officers not in any way ap- 


pointed by the people, and unknown to the law; | 


that that election was fraudulently conducted; and 
that, besides all this, the people, at an election 
held on the 4th of January, by virtue of an act of 
the Territorial Legislature, by a very large ma- 
jority repudiated it. 


These, put together and | 


aggregated, constituted our objection to the Le- | 


compton consutution; and for these reasons we 
considered that it ought not to receive the atten- 
tion of Congress; that the State should not be 
admitted under it; and that it was not entitled to 
be regarded in any measure as a constitution pre- 
senting the views of the people of Kansas. 

In all these respects the Senate, by a large ma- 
jority, voted us down. Our objection was not 


merely that the constitution had not been submit- | 
We insisted that, in point of | 
fact, the people had, on the 4th of January, under | 


ted to the people. 


lawful authority, voted directly to reject it by a 
very large majority. That, to be sure, among 
others, was ground of complaint; but all these 
objections, and others which were presented by 
other gentlemen, were aggregated in the com- 
plaint. 
pointof fact, the Lecompton constitution was the 
constitution of Kansas, so far as the action of 
Kansas was concerned; and that it was only for 
Congress to say whether they would accept it; 


‘The Senate, however, decided that, in» 


that the people had made that constitution legally | 


by their delegates—not only formed it, but adopt- 
ed it, and that the only question of ditference ex- 
isting there was one in relation to slavery, which, 
as they said, was fairly submitted. They there- 
fore passed a bill admitting Kansas as a State with 
that constitution. 

I next call attention to the amendment presented 
by the House of Representatives. What was its 
character? Why was it voted for? So far as I 


could understand it, the substance of it, without | 


recurring to particulars, insisted on three things; 
first, that the Lecompton constitution should be 
submitted to a vote of the people, and if the 

adopted it, very well—it was to stand; but, nail 
if they did not adopt it, they should proceed, by 
aconvention, to form such a constitution as they 
wished; and, that, upon being ratified by the peo- 
ple, they should be admitted as a State with such 
new constitution;and third,in orderto secure fair 
elections on the constitution,a board was formed, 
consisting of the Governor and Secretary of the 
Territory, appointed by the President, and of the 
presiding officers of the two Houses of the Terri- 
torial Legislature, elected by the people; and this 
board was to direct and control the elections and 
their returns, pass upon them, and finally decide 
them. That was the proposition which came to us 
as an amendment from the House of Representa- 
tives. Why did we vote for it? In the first place, it 


_ would be sufficient for me to say that here were 





jected by the people of Kansas, most imperative. 
ly and conclusively, and, on the other, an offer to 
submit it to the people, accompanied by a pro. 
vision thatif they did not like it they might make 
another constitution, which they did like. Could 
there be any hesitation as to how we should yote 
in regard to these two alternatives? Could there 
be any doubt as to the choice we should make 
between them? 

In the next place, if we voted against the House 
amendment, we deprived the people of Kansas 
even of the right of establishing a free constity- 
tion; we left them to have the Lecompton consi). 
tution imposed upon them, and gave them no op. 
portunity to forma free one. Hence we voted for 
that proposition. Again, it was fair—it was fair 
even to those who claim that the people, in form. 
ing their constitution, may make ita free State or 
a slave State constitution as they please, because 
it offered that opportunity. That proposition was 
a very liberal step for those gentlemen to take— 
and there are some such in the country— who hold 
that the people, in the formation of a State eon. 
stitution even, have not the right to enslave their 
fellow-men. But those gentlemen, if any such 
there were in the two Houses, voted for it with 
very great liberality; and why? First, because 
it was the best of the two alternatives offered to 
them. Next, because, after the knowledge of the 
vote of the 4th of January, disclosing ten thou- 
sand majority against this constitution, there wag 
every moral certainty that when the Lecompton 
constitution, with slavery, was presented to the 
people of Kansas, it would be rejected; and there 
was therefore no hazard in voting to give them an 
opportunity of that kind, 

But, sir, we were induced to vote for the House 
amendment for another consideration, and that is 
that it provided a fair board by which elections 
were to be conducted. We said the previous elec- 
tions in Kansas had been controlled by violence 
and corruption and fraud, but here was a chance 
to have them safely and honestly conducted; and 
so much security was felt in the board provided 
by the House amendment, that we were even 
willing to say that when that board had super- 
vised the election, appointed the officers, received 
the returns, and adjudicated upon those returns, 
the whole subject might be settled by the procla- 

| mation of the President, and we were led to the 
latter merely from confidence in the former pro- 
vision. 

But another consideration, and perhaps the 
most important of them all, was that the House 
amendment proposed a course of proceeding 
| which would put an end to this controversy in 
either event and at all events, If the people of 
Kansas received and accepted the Lecompton con- 
stitution <4 the vote of a majority, they were to 
be received; and if they did not they were to call 
a new convention and form such a constitution as 
they pleased, and when that constitution was rati- 
fied they were to be admitted. There was to be 
the end of controversy. It was because the House 
amendment did end the controversy that it com- 
mended itself to the acceptance of those who voted 
for it on this side of the Chamber. 

Now, Mr. President, I come to the next step: 
the proposition which is offered as a substitute 
‘for both those bills—the proposition of the com- 
mittee of conference. 1 do not propose to.go into 
its details; but let us see whether it gives to those 
of us who voted against enforcing the Lecompton 
constitution upon the people without their con- 
/sent, and who voted for the proposition of the 
| House of Representatives, those leading features 
_ of security, and those objects which we desired to 
attain, which were given to us in the latter prop- 
| osition. I will state its leading provisions. The 
first is, that the Lecompton constitution shall be 
| presented to the people of Kansas for their accept- 
_ance or rejection. ** Oh, no,’’ says the honorable 
| Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Huwrer,] ‘it does 
| not submit the constitution to the people.”’ The 
| majority of the Senate, by the bill they have passed, 

decided that it was a constitution perfect, so far 
as Kansas was concerned, not to be passed upon 
-any further by the people; and he says this bill 


|| so treats it. If I understand it, it does not so treat 


‘it. It submits a certain question to the people; 
that is, whether they will accept certain land 
| grants; and it provides that, if they accept those 


presented to us twoalternatives—on the one hand, || land grants, then, and in that case, Lecompton 
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hal] stand as the constitution; but it farther pro- | 


yi los, that if they reject that proposition in regard 
., the land grants, they reject the Lecompton con- 
<ritntion. ‘Now, I ask, is it true, as the Senator 
¢ : m Virginia says, that that is consistent with 
the former action of the Senate? Does it not sub- 
mit a question to the people by which they may | 
reject the Lecompton constitution? Certainly it 


dies. Did not the Senate say, in the former bill, 
to those people, ** it is all perfected on yourside, 
and you shall have no opportunity to reject Le- | 
compton.” Yes, they did, unconditionally; and 
[ say they now propose a question to the people 
by which the people may reject Lecompton; and 
yet you say that you do not subject the Lecomp- 
‘on constitution to their vote! The two are utterly | 
inconsistent; and there is no ingenuity or sophis- 
try, though the gentleman may have much of the 
farmer, if not of the latter, which can by possi- 
vility disguise or blink this out of sight. 

But, sir, as I said, this proposition provides for 
submitting to the people of Kansas a question in 
elation to land grants—whether they will accept 
, certain proposition in relation to lands. It fur- | 
ther provides that, if they will not accept that, 
then, and in that case, Lecompton goes aside, and 
the people of Kansas are to remain in their terri- 
torial condition for a length of time entirely in- 
definite. It says they may have a convention 
when they have a sufficient number of people to 
entitle them toa Representative in Congress. That 
number is now ninety-four thousand; but, after 
the next census, in 1860, it may be one hundred | 
and twenty or one hundred and fifty thousand, 
we know not. When that time will arrive, we 
know not. Then,the amount of it is, that itis an 
indefinite delay; it shall be indefinitely deferred. 

Besides, it is as much as saying to them, ** we 
make you this offer of land, but if you will not 
take this offer of land, liberal as it is, now, see the 
danger you run of never getting it.”’ Again, this 
same bill provides thata different board shall be 
created to direct and supervise the election. It 
proposes to add a member, the district attorney, 
appointed by the President, to the Governor and 
Seeretary, so that they shall have three—a con- | 
trolling majority of that board over the presiding 
officers of the two Houses of the Legislature. We 
view this as entirely unfair. 

The first objection that occurs to my mind is 
the form in which this question is attempted to be 
presented to the people of Kansas. This has been 
very well defined by the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Critrenpen.] It is to put to 
them one question, by the answer to whieh they 
are to decide another question that has no rela- 
tionship to it. You might as well put the ques- 
tion to that people—** will you vote that you will 
be freemen ?’’ and now we say to you ** if you vote 
that you will be freemen, you shall have the To- 
peka constitution; but if you vote that you will 
not be freemen, then you shall remain in a terri- 
torial condition.’? ‘There is no more relationship 
between the acceptance of this grant of land and 
the character of this constitution, than there would 
be between the question proposed and the result 
that was to follow in the case I have just put. 
There is no necessary legal sequence or connec- 
tion between the two questions. The proposition 
is therefore artificial, deceptive in its consequences. 
You put toa man the question—‘ sir, will you 
take such grants of land; as a citizen of Kansas 
are you willing to receive such grants ?’’ ** Yes,”’ 
Rays he, ‘I am.”? * Well, will you vote so?” | 
I donotsee why Ishould not vote so.” ** Well, 
we tell you now, if you will vote to accept these 
grants, you shall take the Lecompton constitution 
that you have rejected.’’ In short, ** if you will 


I 
‘ 
t 
t 


not vote against a favorable offer, you shall have || 


imposed upon you a constitution to which you | 
are opposed, and you must vote against a favor-- 
able offer in order to get rid of an obnoxious con- | 
stitution. You must vpte against what you de- 
Sire, in order that you may get rid of a greater | 
evil. If you vote for these grants which are ac- | 
ceptable to you, and liberal in their character, you | 
do itatthe peril of taking upon you a consutation 
that you detest.’? Itisthe very manner in which 
the question is put to the people which is objec- 
Uonable. It is artificial in its character; it is cal- | 
culated to mislead. 

We have complained a great deal that the Le- 
Compton constitution was submitted to the people 
in regard to the question of slavery, in a certain 


| convinced, that the elections in 
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manner, which was unfair, deceptive, and deal- 
ing in duplicity. That submission was this: 
** You may vote for the constitution with slavery, 
or for the constitution without slavery; but you 
have to vote for the constitution, at any rate, 
which has slavery in it in either case.’? “Now, 
how is it here? We will put to you the question, 
** Will you vote for these land grants? Ses now 
remember, if you vote for the land grants, you 
are to have this slave constitution, and if you vote 
against the land grants, you are to have slavery 
in your Territory without aconstitution.’’ That 
is, you are to have a constitution with slavery, 
or slavery witlout a constitution, but slavery at 
any rate. That seems to me to be the way in 
which the question is put to them; because you 
hold that, under the Dred Scott decision, it is a 
slaveholding Territory, and therefore if the peo- 
ple vote for these land grants, they are to take a 
slaveholding State constitution, and if they vote 
against them, they are to endure slavery undera 
territorial form of government. That isthe alter- 
native. 

The next objection I have to the manner in 
which this new bill presents the question is to the 
provision in regard to population. It seemed to 
be agreed onall hands, and it was provided in the 
bill passed by the Senate, that the numbers of the 
people of Kansas were sufficient to justify their 
admission. They had numbers enough to admit 
them two years ago, if they would make a con- 
stitution tosuityou. You thoughtthey had num- 
bers enough to admit them under the Lecompton 
constitution. There are numbers enough of them 
now to justify their admission as a State, if they 
vote for this constitution; but you give them to 
understand that there are not numbers enough, if 
they vote against this constitution, to make a free 
one. We have here a proposition that Kansas 
shall be admitted if she will have a slave constitu- 
tion, and shall not be admitted if she will not have 
a slave constitution. There are people enough to 
hold slaves, but not people enough to enjoy free- 
dom! This, it seems to us, is a palpable injus- 
tice—an entirely different affair from the House 
amendment. 

In the next place, the proposition which is now 
before us produces no finality; it makes no settle- 
ment. it only makes asettlement provided they 
adopt the Lecompton constitution, by voting in 
favor of these grants of land. ‘That will make a 
finality; and that is the only finality under this 
proposition—a finality in one result. If the peo- 
ple do not vote to accept these grants, it provides 
for no finality, no settlement, but leaves things in 
statu quo by declaring that the people of Kansas 
shall remain under a territorial form of govern- 
ment foran indefinite and unlimited period of time. 
I do not know that that part of the proposition 
will really have much practical effect. It seems 
to me to be rather brutum fulmen, because | sup- 
pose Congress can at any time admit them, not- 
withstanding this declaration; but, after all, that 
is the effect it is intended to have on the minds of 
the people of Kansas. It is intended, if this bill 
passes, that they shall understand that if they do 
not accept this proposition, this shall be a bar to 
their coming in until they have a certain popula- 
tion, 

Another objection, and one to which I have al- 
luded before, is that we are not content with this 
newly constituted board to supervise the elections; 
we are not willing to take results produced under 
such supervision, so as to say that the President, 
upon the returns being made to him, shall issue his 
proclamation, and Kansas become a State, with- 
out those returns being submitted to our examin- 
ation. Ifa board were constituted in the manner 
provided in the House amendment, we had so 
much confidence in that manner of constituting the 
board that we were willing to pass it; but we are 
not willing to have a board constituted in the man- 
ner provided in this bill, and trust in the result. 
The history of affairs in Kansas is such as leads 
us to be cautious on that subject. We all cannot 
but know, at any rate a large portion of us are 

Raaemn have been 
either by violence at the polls, or by fraud and 
false returns afterwards, so conducted thata small 
minority of the people have been kept in power. 
I need not co over the evidences of this. The his- 
tory of the transaction 1s full of them at every 
step. 

There is another thing that we cannot but re- 
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member. Whatever officers, especially leading 
officers, who have been appointed in that Terri- 
tory by the Executive of this Government, the 
President of the United States, have favored any 
degree of fairness to the majority of that people, 
have desired to secure them atall against the influ- 
ence of violence and fraud, have incurred the ex- 
ecutive displeasure. This remark will apply, I 
think, to all the Government officers there who 
have evinced any fairness, whether we refer to Gov- 
ernor Reeder, Governor Geary, acting Secretary 
Stanton, or Governor Walker. In all cases where 
there has been manifested a disposition to do fair- 
ness, and to get rid of frauds, the officers who 
have manifested such a disposition have certainly 
incurred executive displeasure and its conse- 
quences; and therefore we suppose that whatever 
officers are appointed by the Executive will read 
the history of their own fate in that of those who 
have preceded them, and will consult their own 
security in what they are doing. We believe we 
cannot find any safety in this proposition when the 
majority of the supervising board who have charge 
of the elections is given into the contro) of officers 
created by the Government of the United States; 
superseding and overriding the officers appointed 
by the people of Kansas. ‘This is a feature which 
we regard as of vital importance, and to which 
we cannot consent. When I say that | speak for 
myself, and not by authority from any of my 
associates, any further than [ derive it from the 
action which I have already witnessed at their 
hands. I have no direct authority to speak for 
them. 

Now, sir, the whole of this proposition amounts 
to this: it is saying to the people of Kansas, you 
may vote for the Lecompton constitution, but if 
you do not have that, you shall have nothing. We 
are calling upon the people of Kansas to act on 
the great question of tprming their constitution— 
of forming, ratifying, or putting in operation, if 
you please, by their votes, the constitution of their 
proposed State government. It is fundamental, 
itis the first great principle of self-government. 
Now you call upon that people to acton that sub- 
ject, and do you secure to them even what was 
promised in the Cincinnati platform? Its pledge 
was, that in forming a State constitution the peo- 
ple should be left perfectly free to mold their insti- 
tutionsin theirown way. Now, the people of Kan- 
sas are called upon tagtake action about the adop- 
tion of a constitution, to pass a vote which shall 
put that constitution in force, or reject it; and are 
they left free! They are trammeled up to that one 
single act, whether they will have the Lecompton 
constitution or have nothing. They are not left 
free to form any constitution they want, to shape 
any constitution as they may desire it to be, in 
relation to any of their institutions. In short, the 
vote seems to be very much like the case of Na- 
poleon IIL., who allowed the people of France to 
vote, not whether you will have an emperor, not 
who will you have as emperor, but will you have 
me for emperor? that is all. 

Mr. President, | wish now to say a few words 
in regard to the views presented by the honorable 
Senator from Virginia. He says this bill is in 
exact consistency with that which the Senate be- 
fore passed. | have shown in one respect wherein 
it differs; but thatis notall. What was the trouble 
with that bill? He says that bill merely declared, 
in relation to the ordinance, that we did not ratify 
it; that we disclaimed it, and did not provide for 
the state of things that would result if the people 
of Kansas should not agree to this condition on 
which they were to be admitted; and, therefore, 
this bill goes on to provide for that contingency 
Well, sir, if the bill which the Senate passed was 
obnoxious to that difficulty, why, on earth, did 
they pass itatall? If it was an objection that you 
ought to make provision for the contingency of 
the people in a convention, or by their own votes, 
refusing to ratify the amended ordinance which 
you submitted to them, then why did you go on 
to pass a bill by which you admitted them on con- 
dition that they should not have the ordinance 
which the convention had made? The Senator 
from Virginia says the difficulty is in regard to 
the ordinance proposing the terms on which the 
State shall agree to forego the right of taxing the 
public lands, if it has that right, and the grants 
in consideration of which it will yield that right. 

|| He says, that is a matter on which the State should 
|| pass, as a people, by themselves, or by their del- 
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admitthemasa State, unless they nave themselves 
delegated that power to their own convention. 
Then, [ ask, how came the Senate to pass the 
original bill, by which they jumped over all ob- 
jections of that kind? I say this is a different 
thing, and inconsistent with that bill in that re- 
spect. Dut the truth is, all that amounted to 
nothing, for the ordinance is no part of the con- 
stitution. ‘They claim certain grants of land. If 
we receive them under their constitution, without 
disclaiming the ordinance, we make the grants; 
but the bill passed by the Senate provided that 
they should be admitted on condition that the or- 
dinance should be of no effect, and further pro- 
vided that nothing contained in the bill should ex- 
clude them from claiming what had been granted 
to Minnesota, (which is what is now offered, ) or 
prevent Congress from making grants whenever 
it chose. Was not that leftright? I see no objec- 
tion to that part of the bill; there never was any 
objection made to that on this side of the Cham- 
ber, | believe. Neither the people there nor any- 
where else made any objection to it on that ground. 
No, sir, this is a mere device. There has never 
been any issue of that kind made in any quarter, 
by any man, or by any paper in Kansas, here, 
or elaewhere. Itis altogether an afterthought, a 
device cooked up for this occasion. 

The honorable Senator from Virginia claims 
that this very proposition does that which would 
settle this controversy,as he thinks. Well, then, 
he must think they are going to adopt the Lecomp- 
ton constitution, I suppose; but he hardly inti- 
mates that. He hardly believes they will do that. 
Whatthen? It will leave Kansas in a territorial 
condition, and then, he says, we shall have a guar- 
antee of peace for three, four, five, or six years. 
W herein is that guarantee of peace? May not, and 
will not, the same controversy continue in Kan- 
sas as heretofore? Shall ales taken any step to 
cure it? Not at all. Will they not continue to call 
conventions and ask for admission into the Union 
whenever they please? Certainly; but oh, it is 
said we have provided here that they shall not 
be admitted until they have the proper number. 
That, however, does not prevent Congress from 
admitting them, nor prevent them from asking for 
admission. Every bone of contention, every ap- 
ple of discord, every point of difiiculty which has 
ever agitated Kansas or thg@country on this sub- 
ject, remains, and will remain until they are ad- 
mitted asa State. It is vain to suppose that we 
are going to localize the quarrel now any more 
than we have succeeded in doing so heretofore. 
The people of this Union, in all parts of it, par- 
ticularly inthe North and South, have taken too 
deep an ioterest in the question involved, to per- 
mit it to go on without their participating in it, in 
interest atleast. They will partake in it. Hence 
this proposed bill will leave, and it does leave, at 
any rate in one result, all the difficulues open to 
perpetual agitation, 

Mr. President, disguise this matter as we may, 
there is one fact of which, I think, we must be 
morally convinced: that the Lecompton consti- 
tution is abhorrent to the views and feelings and 
opinions of a large majority of the people of Kan- 
sas. i doubt whether a man can be found who 
will question that fact. The very message which 
the President of the United States has sent to us 
on the subject, imports that. He says that the 
people of Kansas were so strangely attached to 
the ‘Topeka constitution that it was of no use to 
submit to them any other, for they would reject 
it; and it was not submitted to the people because 
it would be rejected. So it is in relation to the 
action of the delegates to the convention who had 
promised to submit the constitution to the people 
and did notdo so. Afterall, why was it that they 
did not submit it to the people? Can any man 
present any other saeaiahe reason, than because 
they knew the constitution would be rejected ? 
The vote which was taken on the 4th of January, 
even if you count on the other side all the votes 
given on the 2ist of December, leaves no possi- 
ble doubt about it. | suppose that all the people 
in Kansas who desired to have the Lecompton 
constitution, voted for it, either with or without 
slavery, on the 2lstof December. Six thousand 
votes were returned as having been cast on that 
oceasion. I do not think more than half of them 
were really cast, but call it six thousand. I sup- 
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egates; and that, until they do that, you cannot” 
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sired to reject that constitution altogether, voted || success. The people of Kansas have been told 


against it on the 4th of January—more than ten 
thousand. Under these circumstances, can there 
be any reasonable doubt as to the views of the 
people of Kansas? None atall. Viewing it in 
that light, I consider it altogether wrong to resort 
to any contrivances, any devices, any expedients, 
on the part of Congress, to endeavor to get rid of 
that expression of the will of the people, and to 
fix upon them, in any way, a constitution that we 
know they do not desire. 

This proposition is subject to all the exceptions 
I have made to it, and yet more. It proposes to 
submit the question to the people of Kansas at 
such atime, in such a form, and under such pe- 
culiar circumstances, that we must see that it is 
intended, at least itis well calculated and inge- 
niously devised, to secure, if possible, the suc- 
cess of the Lecompton constitution, whether the 
people really desire itor not. Among the other 
means which may be counted upon for possible 
success in this vote is the improbability of getting 
the people to vote against a proposition for lands, 
which proposition they like, because a constitu- 
tion may follow. Is it not operating as a blind 
on the people? ** Here isa fairand liberal prop- 
osition of land to you; do you notlike it?’’ Every 
man may say, ‘I like it.”’? Then comes the ques- 
tion, ** will you vote for it?”? ** No; I will not 
vote for it, because I will have to take sucha con- 
stitution with it.’’ Is itto be expected that every 
man in Kansas will understand that? Is not the 
very manner in which the question is presented 
to him calculated to disguise the real question, 
and to delude him? 

Again, we know that that people have been 
harassed and dragooned, and continued under all 
sorts of violent oppressions which the forms of 
law would allow, for many years in succession. 
1 need not go over the story of the violence and 
the wrongs which they have suffered; but they 
have suffered, and that long and severely. They 
very much need repose. Now you propose to 
them that they may have repose. How? If they 
will take slavery. Otherwise they are to have no 
repose, no security, but are to be subjected to a 


| because they have the right any day to alter the 


by the Executive of the United States that, if they 
would only get to be a State, especially if they 
would get to be a slave State, it would be the 
shortest and quickest road to obtain a free State. 
constitution, and can do it immediately, The 
President told them so. The report of the Com. 
mittee on Territories, who presented the jl] 
passed by the Senate, substantially indorsed the 


| same doctrine; and gentlemen here say it is coy. 


tained in the Lecompton constitution, althoush 


| that constitution provides for one mode of amend. 


| ment, which mode is, that it may be amended af 


| spoken, under this sort of assurance. 


haben te 
1864, by a two-thirds majority in both Houses 2 


the Legislature, and then submitting the amend. 
ment to the people—an impracticable mode. 
Now, the people of Kansas are to be presented 
with this question, in the form of which [ have 
I have no 


| doubt that it is expected, certainly it is very well 


calculated, to induce that people to vote for the 
constitution; and, indeed, in arecently published 
letter of Governor Robinson, he says, that if there 
was no doubt as to how the certificates would be 
given to the officers chosen at the election which 
has already taken place, he thinks it would be 


| well even to have the Lecompton constitution put 


still longer continuance of their sufferings, and | 


io endure longer tribulation. 

In the next place, it may be counted that they 
will vote for it, because all those who desire the 
places of Senators and Representatives and Gov- 
ernors and secretaries and treasurers and other 
oflices, all those who hope for and have some 
reasonable expectation of succeeding in obtaining 
some of these offices, desire to get Kansas in a 
State form as soon as possible. You will have 
all that weight to obtain a particular slaveholding 
constitution, though it is not the constitution the 
people desire. Besides, you have the assistance 
of the territorial officers appointed by the Execu- 
tive. ‘They well know what the ruling majority 
here desire to effect. They know that they desire 
to effect the adoption of the Lecompton constitu- 
tion. ‘That is perfectly understood by the Gov- 
ernor, the Secretary, the marshal, the district 
attorney, the land officers, and all the other officers 
of this Government in the Territory of Kansas. 
All their aid is to be counted upon. That would 
not be so if it were submitted to the people to 
make such a constitution as they desired. That 
would be an entirely different effect, and then the 
action and influence of these officers might be 
entirely neutralized. 

Further, instead of saying to the people of Kan- 
sas, ‘‘ you may settle this question by forming 
such a constitution as you want,”’ this proposi- 
tion gives them no such opportunity. It is so 
framed as to present to the world this view: ** the 
majority in Congress have always desired to have 
this matter settled, but the Kansas people want to 


_ keep itup, and the Abolitionists try to make them 


keep itup. Now, we have offered to let them make 
a State constituuion if they please; that is, to take 
the Lecompton constitution; but they have coolly 
rejected it.’? This being done, it may be argued, 
**can we not say to the whole world, do you not 


see that it is the Kansas people that try to keep || 


the question open; they would not adopt the con- 
sutution we offered them;’’ and they must incur 
displeasure and prejudice for trying to keep the 
question open, when you have given them no op- 
portunity fairly to close it. 


on them, because they would have the controlling 
power; and he says that people are fatigued with 
their long political agitation, and in need of rest, 
and desirous of going about their industrial pur- 
suits. Is not this whole proposition well calcu- 
lated to secure a vote of that long oppressed peo- 
ple, desirous of peace, even for what they do not 
want? The truth is, itaddresses them on motives 
of that kind. If they follow it, they will certainly 
be deluded. Just so sure as the Lecompton con- 
stitution is put into effect and operation, it will 
not be altered and amended. If they attempt to 
amend it immediately upon its being put into op- 
eration by the action of the newly-elected Legisla- 
ture, the Governor would veto the act. The free- 
State people have not got two thirds of the Legis- 
lature, and they are not to have it anyhow. The 
attempt toamend the constitution will be stopped; 
but if it were to go on, whenever that resolves it- 
self into a judicial question, as it may atany time, 
and is presented to the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, it will no doubt be decided that the peo- 
ple cannot alter their constitution contrary to the 
provisions of that constitution. It will be held 
that it is a sort of national compact by which peo- 
ple have come into the government of the major- 
ity on that condition, and being thus in the nature 
of a compact, it is incapable of being changed, ex- 
cept agreeably to the terms of the compact itself. 
They will be deluded in that; and I suppose, in- 
deed I know, that this is well calculated to delude 
them. Whether it will do so effectually, time 


| must determine. 


I have very little hesitation in saying that, what- 
ever may take place, if this question of accepting 
the land grants is presented to the people under 
this bill, rely upon it, Mr. President—l speak 
merely from the lessons which the history of 
Kansas has taught me—a majority will be re- 
turned in favor of accepting the land grants. I 
say that a majority will be returned for it in all 
human probability, whatever the actual votes 
may be. I do not agree with the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, that the result will be other- 
wise, and that the proposition will be rejected. I 
do not say that I do not believe a majority of the 
people will vote against it; but I say the returns 
will show a majority the other way; and when I 
say that, I speak merely from the lessons taught 


me by the history of Kansas itself. 


| occasion. 


There is another matter that equally bears on 
this proposition, and addresses itself to us on this 
An election has been held under the 
Lecompton constitution; and if the people accept 
these land grants with this condition, of course, 
then, I take it, they are t6 abide by that election. 
Now, can anybody tell me what is the result of 
that election? Does not the final and ulumate 
determination of it rest with a certain Mr. Cal- 


/houn to-day? Is it not altogether within his 


| There is another consideration to which this || 
pose that about all the people of Kansas who de- |! proposition addresses itself, calculated to give it |) tion are to be actually issued to a majority of the 


hands and under his control? Most unquestion- 
ably itis. If the people do as they may do un- 
der this proposition, and as it is calculated to 
have them do—accept the Lecompton constitu 
tion under the belief that the certificates of elec- 
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representatives of the free-State people, they will 
certainly be deluded. 

| have attempted to show that all these motives 
and purposes are presented, by the arrangement 


of this bill calculated not to carry into effect the 


true wishes of the people of Kansas, but to frus- | 


trate and evade them, and obtain, in point of fact, 
from these motives and considerations, a vote of 
that people, by which they shall take upon them- 
selves this slave constitution, abhorrent to their 
feelings. : ; 

Mr. President, I do not wish to detain the Sen- 
ate longer. I have stated the reasons why,in my 
yiew, we cannot vote for this bill that is now pre- 
sented here, whenever it shall come up properly, 
yroposed by the committee of conference. It is 
utterly inconsistent with all the views we have 
entertained, and utterly inconsistent with the votes 
we bave given in relation to the House amend- 
ment. I do not know but that, if it be presented 
to them, the people of Kansas will manifest a con- 
tinuance of the virtue and endurance they have 
heretofore displayed, by which they will disre- 
gard al! the motives and inducements here held 
out to them, hold on their way, and goon endur- 
ing even unto the end, rejecting this proposition. 
It is possible that such may be the result of their 
discernmentand their virtue; but I think we have 
little reason to expect that such will be the result. 
Certain Iam, that none of these gentlemen who 
contrived this bill, and devised the form in which 
it is presented, expect to have any such result. 
At least a strong hope is entertained that it will 
secure the purposes for which it is designed by 
these contrivances—secure success to the Le- 
compton constitution, whether the people desire 
it or not. 

Viewing it in this light, regarding itin this view, 
it seems to me that the thing itself, in its charac- 
ter and in all its aspects, is utterly inconsistent 
with that conduct which becomes an American 
Senate—the Congress of agreat people, whose con- 
duct should be distinguished for directness, for 
frankness, for justness, for fairness, not for cun- 
ning and device. Sir, I think, if we intend to se- 
cure the confidence and command the respect of 
the people of this great and discerning nation, 
lovers of justice as they are, we shall. reject this 
yroposition. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have but very 
little to say on this matter, and I shall not detain 
the Senate long. WhatI shall say relates simply 
toa single feature of the proposition now before 
us. In the outset, let me remark that I have heard 
inthe discussions on this floor and in the country 
a great deal said about the equality of the States 
A great deal has been said about certain encroach- 
ments that have been made on the doctrine of the 
equality of the States, and new measures and new 
propositions have constantly been resorted to of 
late for the purpose of producing that very desir- 
able result which all seem to aim at—equality of 
the States. It was said that the Missouri com- 
promise was repealed in order to produce that 
equality. Warious measures that have marked 
our national history of late have been aimed pro- 
fessedly atan equality of the States. 

Now, sir, this bill reported by the committee 
of conference, or this amendment, or this propo- 
sition, or this whatever you may call it—for it 
seemed to be uncertain yesterday what it was, 
whether it was a proposition ofitself, or anamend- 
ment to something else—appears to me to be ut- 
terly, entirely, and totally at war with any idea of 
State er and for that reason I am opposed 
toit. Lam opposed to it for many reasons, but 
thatis the only oneon which I propose to say any- 
thing this afternoon, because other points have 
been presented and discussed and elaborated at 
great length, and as has been well said, I suppose 
the country and the Senate understand them; and 
if tuey do not understand them, I am not going 
to undertake at this time to enlighten them. 

The history of the Territory of Kansas has 
een peculiarly unfortunate, and the people of 
that Territory have been peculiarly unfortunate 
in the relations which they have sustained to the 
Executive, who ought to be the common pro- 
tector and guardian of the rights of all. In the 
message which Mr. Buchanan transmitted to us 
not long ago—I have sent to the document room 
fora copy of it, and I am told it cannot be found; 
but I remember his proposition—he took this very 
curious ground: that ifthe people of Kansas stayed 
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away from the polls and did not vote, they were 
cuilty of rebellion; and he elaborated at some con- 
siderable length the idea that by refraining from 
voting, the free-State men in that Territory were 
guilty of rebellion. Well, sir, in the progress of 
affairs, it so happened that on a certain occasion 
they did go to the polls, and that, instead of being 
rebellion, was servility, because while the Presi- 
dent arraigned them for rebellion for not voting, 
when they did come and vote for the purpose of 
protecting themselves against the consequences 
of the measures that he was endeavoring to force 
upon them, the President said it was the most 
solemn recognition that could possibly be made 
of the authority of that very constitution against 


| which, at the moment they voted, they remon- 


strated. 

Well, sir, whatis the bill which we have before 
ws? Itis now to admit them; but the prelimi- 
nary of a popular election is first to be had. I 
appeal to every gentleman on the other side of 
the Chamber, who said so much in favor of re- 


| storing peace and quiet in Kansas, and who was 
| unwilling to subject that people to the contingen- 
| cles of another popular election, how he can rec- 


oncile it with what he has heretofore said to vote 
for this proposition, which subjects them to the 
contingencies of a popular election, just exactly 
as much as did the proposition that was submit- 


| ted by the honorable Senator from Kentucky, and 


which came back to us in the bill of the 
of Representatives? 


House 
All the expense, all the de- 
lay, all the excitement, all the agitation that were 
to be produced in the country by the proposition 
submitted by the Senator from Kentucky, are now 
taken by the majority of the Senate as readily as 
if they had never said a word against them; and 
itis to that proposition that I desire to say a few 
words. 

In regard to the question whether Kansas is 
fit to be admitted, I will read an extract from a 
speech made upon the floor of the Senate, on the 
2ist of March, by an honorable Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Potx.}] He said: 

** Are there any good reasons why we should not admit 
Kansas? Ifso, whatare they? as she not the 
population? All concede that she has. 
objection on this ground.”’ 


reqtiisite 
No one raises an 


I do not know that that statement was contro- 
verted. It was then laid down upon the other 
side of the House, and not controverted on this, 
and alleged to be universally admitted to be true, 
that Kansas had a population sufficient to entitle 
her to admission into the Union as one of the 
States. Now, lam going to advance this propo- 
sition; it may sound extravagant to you, sir, and 
it may sound extravagant to some other ears; but 
I contend that if Kansas has population enough 


| to qualify her for admission into the Union asa 
| Slave State, she has enough to qualify her for ad- 
| mission as a free State, if there 1s anything in the 


doctrine of equality of States. 

What does this bill propose to do? It proposes 
to submit a certain question to the people; but let 
us see how it leaves them. Mr. Buchanan, in his 
message to us says that Kansas now, in the pres- 
ent time, is as much a slave State as Georgia or 
South Carolina. She is that now, without any- 


| thing more being done; that is, taking Mr. Buch- 


| ananas authority. You propose, then, to submit 


this question to fier, whether she will take certain 
lands, and the lands which you propose to give 


| her, according to an estimate which has been pre- 
| pared, as I understand, at the General Land OFf- 


fice, amountin value to nearly five million dollars. 


| This bill, in substance, says to Kansas, ‘if you 
| will come into the Union as a slave State we will 
| give you land worth $5,000,000.” This is the 


proposition which the General Government of the 


| United States makes: ** if you will come into the 
| Union as a slave State, with the Lecompton con- 


stitution, we are ready to give a premium of five 
millions for a slave State; but if, on the other 
hand, you prefer not to come in as a slave State, 
you must stay out; and whatthen? You must 
stay outa slave State; because you are aslave State 
as much as Georgia or South Carolina before you 
come in; and if we take you in, you will only be 
a slave State in the Union; and if you stay out 


| you will be a slave State out of the Union.”” By 
| no possibility, under the proposition which is | 


submitted here, can Kansas become a free State. 
3esides that, you virtually say to her, ** if you 
do not choose to come in as a slave State you shall 
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have no land, and you shall not come in at all;”’ 
that is, we will not propose any legislation by 
which you may come in until you have enough 
population to entitle you to admission under the 
proportion or ratio which is established under the 
census for choosing Representatives to Congress. 
That is the simple proposition—to take the public 
land or the public Treasury of the whole country 
and hold up five millions asa bribe, telling Kansas 
if she will come in a State she may take the five 
millions, provided she comes in a slave State, and 
if she stays out she shall have nothing; and more 
than that, your enabling act, by which you offer 
to her to come into the Union when she gets the 
Federal numbers that will entitle her to a mem- 
ber on the floor of the other House, says nothing 
about land. She may come in then landless. If 
she comes in now, she comes in with the five mil- 
lions. If she stays away now, she cannot come 
in at all until she gets the Federal population en- 
titling her to come in, and then she comes in with- 
out any land, 

Sir, | do not know how this strikes other gen- 
tlemen; but to me, it sounds as one of the most 
profligate propositions that could ever be submit- 
ted. I do not know how it may strike the north- 
ern ear; but it seems to me that if there is ever a 
time coming when this question, that has agitated 
our country so long, will culminate and come to 
a crisis, it must be when the Federal Government 
hes reached such a pitch that it offers a premium 
of five millions for the admission of a slave State, 
and keeps free States out altogether. It seems to 
me that it will not do for any of us, after this, to 
talk about equality of States. Where is equality, 
where is justice, where is right, when that is the 
law which is administered from this Federal Cap- 
itol to one of our Territories asking admission 
into the Union? 

Equality of States! Sir, I have heard a great 
deal said about it, and I have heard a great deal 
said, too, about another phrase which I believe, 
historically, has grown into popular use since I 
had the honor of a seat in the Federal Congress, 
which is now not quite sixteen years ago, and 
that is ** northern aggression.’’ Ithas becomea 
popular and cant phrase—one of very frequent 
use; but I believe, historically, * northern aggres- 
sion’’ is a baniling not yet sixteen years old, and 
when it was first mentioned, and for years after, 
upon this floor, it excited nothing but a smile of 
derision and contempt. Northern aggression! 
Why, sir, what chance has there been for north- 
ern aggression? Did not the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Hammonp] tell you 
that all history could never blot it out, that the 
slaveholders had ruled this country? and did he 
not tell you how they ruled it? And,sir, he made 
no idle boasts; he told nothing but the truth in that 
respect. Have you not had constantly in the Ex- 
ecutive chair, almost uninterruptedly, a southern 
man for President? and when you have not had 
a southern man, you have had almost always, 
with infinitely slight exceptions, what is worse— 
a northern man with southern principles. in- 
finitely prefer a southern man to one of them; I 
would now rather take the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina for President than the man we 
have got; and [ will tell you why: when a gener- 
ous thought came into his heart he would not be 
afraid to let it out for fear it might betray the sin- 
cerity with which he was acting. For that reason 
I would prefer a southern man to a northern man 
with southern principles, 

But when such has been the history of the coun- 
try, the undenied history of the country for more 
than sixty years, how perfectly idle and ridicu- 
lous is it to talk about northern aggressions? No, 
sir; of all the measures of this Government that 
were ever passed, there never was one,in my mind, 
so well calculated to challenge the unqualified con- 
demnation of every northern man, no matter what 
his politics, of every man from a free State, as this 
proposition, which virtually puts the ban of this 
Government on every Territory seeking to come 
into the Union as a State, unless she comes in as 
aslave State. 

It is for this reason, to say nothing about a 
great many others that might be suggested, that 
I record my vote now, and would record my vote 
under any circumstances, against the admission 
of Kansas into the Union under sucha state of 
thines as this. It is no matter to me what the 
consequences may be—not the slightest. Itseems 


re. 
su 


guemimenccemmetg en ) eee 


a 


Bee 


renee = 


My 
A ‘ i 
ae 


me omKZ 


FA RIE RP RTM TN 


a. 











i eed 


a 





ee 


Oe 


.s 
cael ehaeatnns ace ee 


Pde enon aie 


Seer 7 


AA Mir I IPL RGESGIO FLT 


= 


Pe aa 


rarer ere 


- 


nepeten ae” hg 
0S weed oe 
ontemecareage : 


Seba yet BEAT 0 


ean 
OS = 
al ee 
oe Ocean” Eat 


oP ea SN eg. 


a a8 


wt 


80 AL TLDS EN MED, TS aaa Po- 


Se Re ee 2 RNR RR Tn rt REIN le ha cal 


i 





1822 


to me that if we submit to this, we submit toa 
degradation which makes us slaves, and slaves in 
the worst sense. What, sir, have the free States 
done, what has Kansas done, what has anybody 
done, that there shall be taken from the Federal 
Treasury, either in money or in lands, five mil- 
lions as a premium to induce the Territories to 
come in as slave States? 
And, sir, this is no new feature in the history 
of your Government on this question. When Mr. 
juchanan was Secretary of State under James 
K. Polk, he offered $200,000,000 to the Spanish 
Crown to buy the slave island of Cuba. What for? 
Were we in wantofislands? Had we not enough? 
That same James Buchanan who wanted to buy 
islands with a slave population at $200,000,000 a 
piece, bya single dash of his pen, gave away 
another island, on the Pacific coast, occupying 
relatively the same position to the Pacific that 
Cuba did to the Gulf of Mexico—l mean Van- 
couver’s Island. Yes, sir; Vancouver’s Island, 
on the Pacific coast, was given away by the same 
Mr. Buchanan, when our title to it was clear and 
indisputable; just as clear as it was to any part 
of this Union. Mr. Buchanan gave that away 
because—no, sir, | will not say because; but I will 
say it happened that he gave it away—it being on 
the Pacific coast, and insucha latitude thatit would 
probably be made a free State if it ever came into 
the Union. At the same time that he has north- 
ern islands to give away, be wants to buy south- 
ern islands at $200,000,000 a piece. But yet, sir, 
we are told of the equality of the rights of the 
States; and it is a theme upon which we have 
been lectured over and over and over again, and 
it has been alluded to [do not know how many 
times in this discussion. 


Now, as I said yesterday, when I suggested 


that this matter be laid over and brought up for 
discussion to day, I did not believe there was any 
purpose on this side of the House to talk against 
time; I have no such purpose myself; | have seen 
none such in others; and although there area 
great many other considerations which are potent 
inmy mind for voting against this proposition, 
this single one is enough to condemn it by every 
conviction of my understanding and every feeling 
of my heart; and having expressed this much, I 
shall not trespass longer on the attention of the 
Senate. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. President, itisnot my pur- 
pose at this time, after the general question has 
been so elaborately discussed, to detain the Sen- 
ate atany length by anything that l may have to 
say at this period of the debate. But, sir, we have 
now before us, as we are told, a new proposition 
altogether. We are told that it is in the nature 
of a new bill, having but very little connection 
with anything that has preceded it. I must con- 
fess that I am astonished at the nature of the 
proposition which the gentlemen composing the 
committee of conference have brought in for our 
consideration. Untrammeled as the committee 
seem to have been by anything that has been 
done—se they say—and being about to initiate a 
new proposition altozether, the fact that their 
minds should have fastened upon such a thing as 
this, is well calculated, | think, to surprise any- 
body. If justice, right, and equal regard to the 
institutions of the South and of the North, were 
to be considered by that committee, it appears to 
me that an unsophisticated man might, in five 
minutes, have brought in a proposition against 
which there would have been no dissenting voice 
in either branch of your Legislature. 

We had been divided here upon questions with 
regard to the will and wishes of the people of 
Kansas as to the constitution inder which they 
should live. It was contended on the one side 
that the people, acting through the forms of law, 
had framed a constitution which ought to be oblig- 
atory. On the other hand, that constitution was 
assailed here by the Opposition upon the ground 
that it was an utter perversion of the will of the 
majority of the people of Kansas; that it was got 
up by trickery and by fraud, and that the major- 
itv of the people ought not to be governed by it. 
‘Thus we were at issue upon this thing called the 
a consutution. A portion of the peo- 
ple had called a convention, which framed this 
instrument, and called itaconstitation. The peo- 
ple had previously met and framed another con- 
sutution, which they called their constitution, and 
which they said embodied the will of the great 


! 
} 
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Topeka constitution. 

Now, sir, when this committee were about to 
pass by all the propositions that had gone before, 
and to substitute a new bill, how easy it would 
have been for them to say, in perfect justice and 
fairness to all, ‘* we will not take the first con- 
stitution made at ‘Topeka, because it is denied on 
the other side to be the will of the people; we will | 
not take the Lecompton constitution, because it 
is alleged to be fraudulent, and not toembody the | 
will of the people; but we will throw both aside, 
and we will provide, under every safeguard that | 


can secure an honest and fair election, for submit- | 
ting this complicated and vexatious question again | 


to the people, and they shall be at liberty to frame | 
their constitution.” 


mittee might have selected any precedent they 


wished—they might have taken the enabling act | 
for Minnesota, or any similar one, and they would | 


have found noobjection to it. We should ali have 


voted for a proposition of that kind, just to all | 


parties; we should have permitted the people to 
come up now fairly to the work of framing a con- 
stitution; we should have said to them, ‘* make 
it republican in form; submit it to our considera- 
tion; and if we find it to be such, we will admit 
you with it.”” 

Why did it not occur to this committee that that 


was the way to settle the controversy, if a settle- | 
The proposition | 


ment of it was indeed desired? 
which they have made, while it seemsto me ina 
certain aspect to be humiliating to the South, is 


For that purpose the com- | 
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unjust, if not an open insult, to the North. It is | 


humiliating to the South because it is a total and 


entire abandonment of the principle on which | 
many of them staked their determination not to | 
exist in the Union at all; for they said, ‘‘let us have | 
the Lecompton constitution, or we will go out of | 


the Union ourselves.”’ That proposition they have 
surrendered; they have given it up; they do not 
pretend that they can stand by it unless it is in 
some sort submitted and thrown back to the peo- 
ple to pass upon. So far it is right; so far it is 
just; and I was glad to see the committee yield 
thus far to the reasons and arguments which had 
been addressed to them, showing that their Le- 
compton concern was fraudulent; that it did not 
embody the will of the people; that it was a fraud; 
and that their legal position was fraught with 
tyranny and danger in all subsequent time. That 
position has been repudiated and abandoned by 
them. We hear no more of the omnipotence of 
conventions assembled to frame constitutions. 
We hear no more of their being armed with su- 
preme power to put upon the necks of a people 


just such a constitution as they please, without | 


the people having power to get rid of it. That 


was the position we heard rung in our ears from | 


southern gentlemen day after day, but a little 
whileago. Nowthey have thrown this absurd po- 
sition to the winds, and I thank God for it. They 
seem to admit that the people after all must have 


the right, in some shape, to pass upon the insti- | 
tutions under which they are to live. So far itis | 


a great improvement on the Lecompton concern. 
Sut if the people are to pass upon the Lecompton 


constitution, why not let them do it directly? | 
Will any man be deceived by the verbiage in | 
Have you | 
If so, why | 
not submit itin such a plain and fair manner that | 


which this proposition is couched ? 
not left the people to pass upom it? 


the people can all understand it? 
Sir, this proposition reads upon its face as 
though it wasa premium for votes. 


which they live? 


ment of five or six million acres of land; and if 
they decide to take the land, that decision is to 
drag after itthe Lecompton constitution, that they 
have repudiated over and over again. Was ever 
any such thing as this concocted by a statesman 
for the action of the people? 


Sir, it seems to be a bid of land for liberty, a bribe 


held out. ‘* Will you, people of Kansas, surrender || 


your liberties forland?’? Thatis the question; it 
cannot be disguised. 


\ 





Are the peo- | 
ple to vote directly upon the constitution under | 
Not by any means; but they 

are to vote upon a grant of land; they are to vote | 
whether they will accept a gift from the Govern- | 


Is a land grant the | 
principal thing in framing a State consutution? | 


I impuge directlythe mo- | 


tives of no man, but I state what the effect of this | 


action will be. How will it appear to the world, 


say what you will about it? Ifthe people will vote || 
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themselves to a slave constitution, which 
I know they have repudiated over and ov: 
It is not competent for me to state the 
which have prompted to such action as this: but 
you vote for the incident, and the principal is to 
follow. How absurd and inconsequential ! Why 

a . : ’ 
Mr. President, if | should make just such a prop. 
osition as that to obtain your vote upon a pitts 
bill, and it should come out to the world that | 
had done it, I presume every just minded Senator 
here would vote promptly to expel me from the 
body as unworthy of a seat init. The offer js. 
**so much land if you vote for this constitution: jf 
you vote against it, you shall have neither land 
nor anything else.”’ 

Mr. President, | recollect well that in the course 
of some observations which I made not long ago 
you, sir, (Mr. Biaés in the chair,] put the ques. 
tion to me: suppose a slave constitution were pre- 
sented to Congress: would I vote for it? I reco}. 
lect well the answer I made to you, and your 
apparent surprise at the absurdity of the answer. 
Yet I find the President of this body to-day as- 
suming my position, and voting for the same prop. 
osition, only reversing its application. | would 
not vote for the admission of a slave constitution; 
nor will you vote for a free one. I do not com- 
plain of you; I cannot complain of you, because 
I occupy about the same ground that you will do 
an hour hence, when the vote is taken, except 
that practically our positions are reversed in the 
application of them. You come from a slave 
State, and I froma free State. The country will 
understand the positions we all occupy on this 
subject, and I do not care how soon they are un- 
derstood by all. 

Mr. President, it has been sought to break the 
force of the objections to this scheme by saying 
that there was uncertainty about the people of 
Kansas accepting the grant proposed in your ori- 
ginal bill. This isa strange apology, and it comes 
ata strange and an unfortunate time. Sir, do you 
not know that the subject was mooted in the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and it was said that no kind 
of objection could arise from any such thing; that 
we had a rightto medify the ordinance and make 
what grant of land we pleased to the Territory; 
and if they rejected the constitution on account of 
our not giving them as much as they thought they 
were entitled to, they would not be a State; but 
if they accepted the constitution by organizing 
under it, subject to the provision we had made, 
that was an end of it?) How happens it now that 
you make this whole controversy turn, as it were, 
on the uncertainty of whether the people will ac- 
cept a donation such as you have made to every 
other State? Why in the name of Heaven is it 
now paraded here as the main reason why you 
have reversed your action? 

Mr. GREEN. The Committee on Territories 
never did say that it was the right of the commit- 


you and 
Tr again, 
Motives 


| tee or of Congress to dictate the terms upon which 


the State should be admitted. They have always 
claimed that; but on the question of contract on 
the subject of lands, it was matter of agreement. 
The formation and adoption of a constitution, the 
committee held, was a question with which the 
Senate and the House of Representatives had 
nothing to do; and that has been the point all the 
time. I think, therefore, the Senator does injus- 
tice to the committee when he says that they 
thought the subject of the grant of lands was a 
proper matter for the consideration of the conven- 
tion of the Territory. Not so; it is a matter of 
agreement, proposition, acceptance; but the con- 
stitution is a different thing; that is a finality al- 
ready. : 
Mr. WADE. I do not deny that. That is just 
exactly what we did agree. We agreed that it 
was a proposed compact, and thatif the proposi- 
tion on our part should be accepted by the organ- 
ization of a State government under it, it would 
be very well, and their action under it would 
show their agreement to our proposed contract. 
That is what we agreed to in committee, and it 
is a sound principle of law; and the idea of repu- 
diating it ‘s not twenty-four hours old. ‘Thats 
how we agreed; and yet the Senator from Vir- 
ginta rises here, and tu apologize for this mis 
shapen production of the committee of conference, 
makes it all to turn on the uncertainty of whether 
the people of Kansas would accept this propos! 
tion. | mightask that Senator, or any other who 


themselves so much land, then they surrender |. has had anything to do with thi subject, if that 
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matter labored in your mind, how in the name of 
He ven did you suffer your Lecompton bill to be 


jebated here day after day, week after week, and | 


[do not know but I might say month after month, 


without suggesting the greatdifficulty which must 


interrupt the whole proceedings, and lead you to 
<urrender all you had done, and to set upa scheme | 


entirely new? You did notapprehend any such 
thing as you went on with your Lecompton bill. 
The Senator from Virginia never suggested then 
that there was any trouble about the land grants 
that were provided for in that bill. You voted 
it through this body. [tran as smooth as oil. No 
man said there was any difficulty about that, nor 
could it be said; because so far as the ordinance 
was concerned, and the land grant was involved, 
the bill stood on exactly the same principles as 
every other territorial bill, and granted no more, 
no less. Why, then, seek to cover up this enor- 
mity under so plain a proposition as that? Sir, 
the people will understand it, whether gentlemen 
here understand it or not. It is in the nature of 
abribe. It is not expected that the unsophisti- 
cated people through the whole wilderness of Kan- 
sas, will be able, like lawyers, to scan closely, 
and understand critically, the import ofthis grant. 
j will not say that the fact that it was known they 
would not understand it, constituted the reason 
why a question so simple as the adoption or the 
rejection of the Lecompton constitution is made 
to turn on the fact whether the people will accept 
a donation of lands; but it looks very much like 
it. It would be out of order for me to say it was 
so intended; but that will be its effect. 

Well, sir, that is the nature of the proposition. 
Ihave said itis humiliating to the high-minded 
South, because it is a total surrender of the posi- 
tion upon which they planted themselves, and 
swore in their councils they would stake their in- 
stitutions. You have given it up; you have sur- 
rendered Lecompton, in this miserable way to be 
sure, into the hands of the people of Kansas to 
reject it if they please, and as I trust in God they 
will, Therein, sir, you lie in the dust. Southern 
chivalry is here in these Halls, begging men to 
vote for a miserable proposition well calculated to 
mislead the people. I am sorry for it. I have 
respected their highmindedness. I have always 
hoped heretofore that they were above consenting 
to arrangements that could not stand out in open 
day. Ido not say that anything sinister is in- 
tended in this pgoposition, but I know it is well 
calculated in itself to deceive the people, and there- 
fore | pronvunce it humiliating to the South. I 
say further, it is unjust, if not an open insult to 
the North. Why? I can tell you nothing new 
after the proposition has been so ably handled by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky and the 
honorable Senator from Vermont, who have pre- 
ceded me. They have made it too palpably plain 
forme to stand here long in elaborating this point. 
Here stands out before the whole world the most 
glaring injustice, the most palpable wrong; and 
no man dare face me down here, and say that you 
place slavery and liberty upon equal foundations 
this measure. You talk of the equality of the 
States, 


States into the dust, and offering bribes to sla- 


very. [twill notdo. Whether we understand it or | 
not, God knows the people of the United States, | 


the honest people, will understand it. 
_Thave said, and I still say, that this proposi- 
tion is flagrantly unjust to the North, and, I think, 


anopeninsult. Well might the Senator from Ken- | 


tucky ask, what would the South think of a prop- 
osition like this on the other side? I have too good 
anopinion of youto belieyethat you would bear it 
as meekly as we shall. I believe that you would 
conduct yourselves, in reference to such a nefa- 
rious proposition, in a manner more fraught with 


honor to your section than I fear we shall. I | 
wish to God we had men as fearless to stand up | 
for the right, a’ you have to stand up for the || 
Wrong. [honor you for the manner in which you | 


we up to what you say you regard as your 
rights, 


the South as this manifestly is to the North. I 
know you would not, and | give you all honor 
for it, because in that, if in nothing else, God 
‘nows I sympathize with you; you are right in it. 
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Why, sir, you are trampling the free | 


Well might the Senator from Kentucky | 
ask, what would you think of such a proposition | 
if the case were reversed? There is nota south- | 
ern man who will not die in his tracks before he | 
would surrender to a proposition so insulting to | 


Kansas is this: ** youshall have six million acres 
of land, and immediate admission into the Union, 
if you will take slavery; but if you prefer a free 
State you shall be excluded; you shall be treated 
as outside barbarians, unworthy to be members 
of this Union for an indefinite length of time to 
come.’’ Itis undeniable; it stands out gross, pal- 
pable, upon the face of your record, and cannot 
be disguised. It required a good deal of assur- 
ance, a good deal of effrontery, to bring in a prop- 
osition like this; but you knew the material to 
which you were addressing it too well to fear the 
consequences. You say by this proposition, if 
Congress adopts it, ** come in ye people of Kan- 
sas; here are millions of acres of land; here is 
immediate admission if you prefer slavery; but 
if, on the other hand, you prefer liberty, you are 
unworthy of admission, you are not numerous 
enough to be admitted.’’ One slaveholder for the 
purpose of the admission of a Territory asa State, 
is worth more than twenty free men. That is the 
naked proposition which you have brought here 
for the consideration of northern men, and I per- 
ceive that you will have northern men who will 
go with you even forthis. You will have them, 
and you knew you would; because you knew you 
could not make a proposition, however fatal to 
the rights, however fatal to the honor of the North, 
without finding here men whe would stoop to it. 
When I contrast the high chivalric honor of the 
South in this particular with the North, | some- 
times wish to change places with them. Here is 
a proposition offering a premium to slavery, and 
immediate admission without inquiry as to num- 
bers, if the people of Kansas will come here asa 
slave State; but if they decide on the side of free- 
dom, they are to be indefinitely postponed untila 
census shall be taken at the will of a craven and 
besotted Executive. That is the proposition of- 
fered to the high-minded people of that section 
from which | come. They will spurn it, though 
I perceive that some of their Representatives are 
about to take it. 

Now, what are to be the consequences of the 
passage of this proposition? I must judge from 
what has preceded it. I do not know but that I 
may be uncharitable in my supposition; but when 
1 look at your candle-box frauds, at your Cincin- 
natt Directory frauds, all adopted by your Ex- 
ecutive, and the agents who commit the. frauds 
applauded and foisted into high offices of power 


and respectability, bow can I repose confidence in | 


you? When I see the just arrangement which 
had been made by that just man, the lover of 
equality and justice to all parties and to all sec- 
tions, the Senator from Kentucky, stricken out, 
and another man added to the board to supervise 
the election—a man who was no more wanted 
there than a fifth wheel to a coach, for you had 
a full board before—I ask this committee, and I 
wish them to answer me now, why did you place 
the district attorney of the Territory on that board 
of commissioners? I repeat the question, why 
did you do it?) Was it not right before? A cor- 
rupt Executive was allowed to appointtwo. Was 
it wrong that the people should appoint two more? 
Why give your Executive the appointment of a 
majority of the board, and full power over the 
people, to trample them in the dust? Answer me 
that, if youcan! I pause, but I pause in vain, 
for areply. What shall I say,then? Sir, it savors 
too much of the candle-box and of the Cincinnati 
Directory. Is it intended, at all hazards, against 
the vote of the people, and in defiance of their 
wishes, to forge a majority, to make a false re- 
turn to the President that you have outvoted the 
free-State men, and that Lecompton is adopted? 
Was thatthe anchor you had thrown tthe wind- 
ward, in giving a complete majority to your own 
party in that board, and not trusting the people 
on equal terms with the Executive? 

Sir, | have no fears of the people of Kansas if 
you give them any chance, even if you will be 
honest in counting their votes; but here the mat- 
ter is left to the President of the United States, 
who censured his Governor because he had re- 
fused to yield to an outrageous, notorious, palpa- 
ble, undisputed fraud, and ultimately compelled 
him to resign. I say when such things are done, 
what may we not suspect? I can hardly realize 
that I am in the Senate of the United States when 
| propositions calculated to blind the people, prop- 


BE. — 


| The proposition now offered to the people of 


— 





sented in this way. In this scheme, you have evi- 
dently followed,as far as you could, the bill pre- 

sented by the Senator from Kentucky; but you 

have amended that most just clause of his upon 

which the honesty of the whole transaction turned 

in order that you might still keep in the hands of 
those who have proved themselves to be unwor- 

thy of such a trust, the power to decide against 

the people, as they have done heretofore, the fate 

of the new State. 

Now, sir, | am not so much of an enemy to the 
people of the South as they suppose. I think they 
will never gain anything by such a proposition as 
this, [tis not because I suppose they will, that 
1 manifest this zeal against it; but because, like 
the Senator from Kentucky, I know that the safe- 
ty, the permanency, the true glory of our inatitu- 
tions must be built upon the solid foundations of 
eternal right and justice; and this trickery, these 
frauds, although they may serve the purpose of a 
party for a day, are fraught with danger to the 
whole community, and will finally result in dis- 
astrous consequences, even to those for whose 
benefit they seem to be perpetrated. 

Mr. President, | have now said all that I in- 
tended to say, and much more, because when I 
see a proposition that appears to be unfair, and, I 
will say, that appears to be dishonest, I cannot 
retain exactly that equanimity that perhaps I 
ought. It may be all fuir and all right, but I 
mustannounce the impressions that I deliberately 
have on that subject. Ithink it is palpably wrong 
—wrong to the high-minded people of the South, 
who, | am sure, when they understand it, will 
trample it beneath their feet as an unclean thing 
—unjust, palpably unjust, to the North, whom it 
places on a footing of inequality. Sir, if I did 
seek the destruction of the institutions of the 
South, | could devise no way more facile than 
that you have yourselves marked out; for, being 
in the minority, whenever you shall have divested 
yourselves of that character which we have con- 
ceded to you—that you are high-minded, honor- 
able men—you will have lost the great stake in 
the Government that would ever enable you, as 
long as you practiced on these principles, to enjoy 
your full share in the councils of this nation, and 
even more. As I said, I do not know but that 
this proposition may be right; but its appearance 
is absolutely and deliberately wrong. 

Now, Mr. President, | regret that such a prop- 


 osition should have been brought in here. Why 


would you not let Lecompton die, if you had not 
the force to put it through? 1 would infinitely 
prefer, for the honor of the nation, both North and 
South, that you had had the force in both branches 
to put your Lecompton constitution through here, 
rather than have been compelled to resort to this 
indirection, in order to accomplish the same re- 
sult; because its effect in demoralizing the nation, 
erverse and iniquitous as | think it was, would 
on been infinitely less than by this monster of 
a proposition. 
3ut | have said that it was no part of my pur- 
pose to detain the Senate. I have very feebly 


| expressed the feelings that I entertain in regard to 


this proposition. I do not believe you can seduce 


the noble-minded people of Kansas, who have - 


withstood all your persecutions so long, to suc- 
cumb to such a scheme as this. You have exer- 
cised the whole powers of your Government; you 


| have invoked your armies and let them loose upon 
| the defenseless people there; you have inflicted 


upon them hardships, and ae them with a 
relentless persecution that I have never known 
eieeiaied hardly ever read of in history; and yet 
they stand unconquered and unconquerable. It 
only remains to determine whether appliances to 
their cupidity, arts of deception can work outa fall 
for a people who have so nobly withstood all your 
force. I know well you cannot force them to it. 
Their intelli e is great, and I think they will 


| be capable of seeing through this nefarious pet, 


which is calculated to lower them, to degrade 
them, to a condition of servitude. I do not be- 
lieve you will effect it. I have a better opinion of 
those noble spirits. I think the controversy will 


result in your most ignominious defeat before the 
| people of Kansas. 


The only danger I apprehend 
is from the arrangement of thie scheme by which 
you put the whole power of controlling the elec- 
tion into the hands of a corrupt Executive. The 
people are against you in overwhelming numbers. 


‘| ositions calculated to hold out false colors, are pre- |: The only doubt is, whether the executive officers 


aes 


Ses) 


aa 


f 
Fig 
by 





1824 THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 








Mr. GREEN. As soon as you are through, I 





of conference does not keep Kansas out on 


€ sec. 











will count their votesaright. I am willing to ven- | c 
ture that people, with all the skillin weaving nets | will do it. | ond. Having the population already, she ean 
for their destruction that you can devise, provided | Mr. CRITTENDEN. Iamthrough. _— | proceed according to the forms of law, form that — 
at last you leave them to be counted accordingto | Mr. GREEN. There are certain men in Ken- || constitution, and come here and present hersely TE 
their numbers, and make fair, and not John Cal- | tucky who hunt possum, and they go out and || for admission. ; 
houn rewurns. sometimes cannot shoot them, but have to climb || But the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wane] asks, j 7 Tu 
Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, 1 do not desire | the tree after them, and the higher they climb the || the land grant the great matter? I answer, it js the — . 
to protract this discussion; but such broad, harsh, | more prominent they become. I donot knowany- || great matter of dispute with us. To the people of 
ge and unfair denunciations have been made upon | thing about what lis position is, but Kentucky | Kansas, the adoption of the constitution may be least a 
| the report by the Opposition, that I may be per- | climbers may think that there is something to be || more important; the shape and form of the consti- a road 
es: mitted to saya very few wordsin reply. Though | made out of mystification of the question. | tution may be more important; but to Congress hundre 
iti the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Wane] chooses to Mr. CRITTENDEN. The gentleman grows | who has no right to look into the shape and form of to sou 
he denounce the Executive as corrupt, if he consid- | more and more mysterious every word he utters. |) the constitution, but has a right to protect the pub. makin; 
Pa es ers iteven gentlemanly, 1 do not. Imust be per- | I shall take an opportunity, when I can do it with- || lic lands, to protect our rights in all those questions thouss 
1a mitted to say that in the action of the present | out interrupting him, to make a reply. affecting public lands, it is the great matter of com. may m 
fh * Executive, whilst | may approve or disapprove | Mr. GREEN. I am very sorry the Senator | pact between the Federal Government on the one make 
ae of his judgment on many points, Lhave seen noth- | did not understand me. I was upon this point: || side and the State upon the other. Hence | ap. bitants 
a ing corrupt and sordid, nor has any other Sena- | that, when he had said the friends of the Kansas |) swer the Senator and say, that the subject of pub- we rej 
2 3 tor; and Edare him to name the instance. When | Lecompton constitution had abandoned it, he was | lic lands is the great matter of adjustment. Ther: tne re} 
‘4a ea he undertakes thus to characterize him, he be- | mistaken. He may think so,and I have nodoubt || is no other matter of adjustment between us. | shows 
Hp ir comes aslanderer upon the executive officer of this | whatever he honestly thinks so; but itis notso on || have said from the beginning, and now repeat a at 
ents Government. the part of the friends of that measure; and I hope |, that we have no right to look into their State con. It he 
if : Now, a word on the facts before the Senate. | he will not undertake to speak for them. They || stitution, except to see if it be republican. We make 1 
i i The Senator from Kentucky says that the Presi- | know their own thoughts, their own purposes, || have all decided it to be republican; it was ep. poads" 
tf ie dent’s friends have abandoned Lecompton. That | theirown objects,theirown intents; and while they || acted by legal authority; and hence that constity. amen¢ 
ee Z isnottrue. They stand precisely upon Lecomp- | admit that the people of Kansas legally adopted || tion is not a matter of controversy with us. Buy: of Rey 
ry : ton as they always stood upon Lecompton, and ja constitution, yet they say at the same me they there isa matter of dispute: she asks a certaiy ce 
ae the written report shows it. How he can feel jus- | made a proposition, in the nature of a contract, || amount of land. We answer, in reply, ‘we can. Bouse 
ce tified in meking such a statement to the Senate is | which Congress does not choose to accept. That || not give it.’? Let us adjust that matter of dispute, attem} 
mS to me most extraordinary indeed. Still he made | matter of contract is a matter of agreement be- | There is no dispute on the subject of the consti- all. - 
ee it—he made it as matter of judgment, | presume. | tween Congress and the State of Kansas. It is | tution or its formation; but there is a dispute with believe 
ER Mr. CRITTENDEN. Will the gentleman | this: they propose to be admitted on a certain || regard to the quantity of land, and the rights as. honor 
! allow me? offer of contract. If we do not accept that offer |, serted by the convention of the people of Kansas, _ a 
ry N Mr. GREEN. I will forbear. of contract, while the constitution would be legal, || Let us settle that, and thus have peace and quiet eer 
ioe Mr. CRITTENDEN. The gentleman states, | while the constitution may be valid, while itmay |, between the Federal Government and the new the pec 
t i with peculiar emphasis, that certainly does not | be just and proper, yet we cannot force them into | State about to be admitted into the bosom of the dow . 
te if belong to the occasion, that it is not true. the Union unless they agree to our terms, inas- ||) Union. acai 
Mr. GREEN. It is not. much as they propose their terms, to which we || |The difference in the grants has been stated, ie 
mi i Mr. CRITTENDEN. LI say it istrue,whatI have never agreed; and this makes a plain sim- || Five different demands were made by the con- co 
e ; said. Every word of it is true. I did not say | ple proposition. | understood him to say—I may |! vention. But let me remark that these demands “ee 
| simply what the gentleman represents me as hav- | have been mistaken, for it is very hard to under- || are not made in the constitution of Kansas. They Feder: 
ing said. I stated the abandonment of the Le- | stand him from the low tone of voice in which he || are made by the same power that formed the con- it has 
eS compton constitution to consist in the abandon- | speaks—that the Lecompton constitution is sub- |, stitution, but are not made in the constitution. ; oa 
i : ment of it as an absolute constitution to go with | mitted by this proposition. That is not my un- | Hence the constitution may stand as an entirety, It is , 
t an absolute admission. That was what wascon- | derstanding of it. ‘This is a matter of fact; and, if |, as a form of government, as creating a republic, la ad : 
ey tended for here. I should have been guilty of | he so understands it, Lean account why he stands | and yet the proposition of adjustment on the dis- bese 
self-contradiction, if I had said what the gentle- | upon the opposite side. If the Lecompton consti- || puted point be rejected by Congress. The bill bel - 
e man imputes tome. What I meant by theaban- | tution is submitted, why is it that the great ad- || which the Senate committee before reported, pro- f Mi 
iB donment, and a meaning that could not fail to be | vocate of submitting the Lecompton constitution osed to reject the demands of the convention of G ee 
: inferred from what I said, was that Ispoke of the | stands against it? Ile offered an amendment, |, Kansas. While they proposed to reject the de- to te 
: abandonment of it as an alysolute instrumenttobe | urged it in this Senate, voted for it, which did || mands of the convention of Kansas, they also said ar , 
y imposed on the people of Kansas without refer- | submit the Lecompton constitution; and now, |, it should not preclude Kansas from asking and cam 
ence to their wishes. That is all I meant, I as- | when a proposition comes which he says does | receiving an equivalent hereafter equal to the prin- ‘the d 
sure the gentleman now, at any rate; and that, 1 | submit the Lecompton constitution, he votes | ciples of the grant to the State of Minnesota in ae 
: think, is all I said before. againstit. Why does he cross hisown path; why | the enabling act of that State. rnd th 
f Mr.GREEN. Lunderstood the gentleman be- | does he commit his own suicide; why does he The difference between the Senate bill and the Th r. 
Pe: fore, and understand hin now,and as heexplains | act the inconsistent part of voting against a prop- ayes proposition consists in this: the Senate 9 
ahi ititisall the same. The friends of Lecompton | osition which he says submits it, when he before |, bill left it as an open question; this bill closes vidu ‘ 
} ; then said it was a complete instrument legally | voted for a proposition which did in fact submit | the question. It is agreement; it is settlement; it th ys 
a adopted, and they yet say so; and there is no | it? It proves that it is not submitted; and thatis | is compact. It may be said, and said with truth, ey 
i abandonment of it even in the sense in which he | a perversion of the issue when he asserts that the | that a voter in Kansas may be influenced by his aa, 
sites now makes the assertion. _ Lecompton constitution is submitted. desire not to be admitted into the Union; and, in he 
Bie + Mr. CRITTENDEN. All I know is—and if But, says the Scnator, bribes are offered. Mr. consequence of that motive, may vote against the If the 
B¢ there is anything in that that concerns the gentle- | President, [ had not thought, in my confidence in pores offered on the subject of lands. Let the - 
, s man’s purpose he is welcome to it—that it was | the integrity of the people, that bribes could have || him do it. That does not change the legal effect al 
contended here that this was a perfect and com- | any effect either in the Senate, in the Congress, | of the proposition we make, nor does it compli- - . 
plete instrument, and that Kansas ought to bead- | or before the people—that they were proof against | cate Congress in any illegal act. Motive isa thing Cade 
mitted on the basis of it, and admitted absolutely. | bribes. If bribes are offered in this proposition, || with which this Senate has nothing todo. When a 
Now I say that that is the position which is aban- | it proves two things: first, that we misjudge the || the voters go to the polls and vote, they vote from aa 
doned. American character; second, that bribes have |, considerations appealing to themselves, and not ne 
Mr.GREEN., I understood the Senator before, | heretofore been offered by Congress to the people | merely to considerations that address themselves for a 
and he may amend his position forty times, as a | of the States under similar circumstances. I have | to us. Ai oon 
Kentucky climber would, but it makes no differ- | a volume before me in which counter propositions Now, the difference between the proposition ad ee 
ence tome. Sir, I understand that the friends of | have been presented when States have asked ad- | claimed under that convention ordinance, which ooh 
Lecompton from the beginning have said mission into the Union. Lowa, Florida, Michi- | is no part of the constitution, but a distinct, inde- at 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. May L ask the gentle- | gan, and Missouri—four States—when they came | pendent offer of a contract, and the present offer Soe ig 
man a question, with his permission ? up plainly and palpably, Congress did not refuse | of contract made by this report of the committee, per a 
Mr. GREEN. Certainly. to admit them, but Congress said to them, ** we | consists in this: first, they claim four sections In a 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 do not wish to have | will adniit you if you agree to certain terms;’’ each township for school purposes; we give them onan 
any misunderstanding. /and hence there are four plain palpable proposi- two sections in each township for school pur- biden 
Mr. GREEN. Nota bit of i tions and precedents justifying us for the course || poses. There is a difference on that point of one iat 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. He hy as a Ken- | we pursue in regard to Kansas. half. They claim all the salt springs, and the - 
tucky——. | did not hear the word exactly. | But he says that if we pass this proposition, | necessary lands for their use and enjoyment. We this s 
Mr. GREEN. Climber—that climbs up, you | and the people of Kansas vote down the offer we | give that tothem. Theyalso claimall gold mines, ofaan 
know. | make in it, Kansas is to be kept out until there is silver mines, or any other mineral and necessary and 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. That is the word? | population sufficient to entitle her to admission. lands to sustain and support, and use and enjoy If the 
Mr. GREEN. Yes, sir. | chawer, if she now has that population, as he | them. We cut all that out, which is at least two a 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Itisa phrase I do not | intimates, it does not keep her out one minute. | thirds. . They claim five per centum upon the pro- wees f 
understand; and | presume the gentleman uses it | He intimates it as a conceded fact, that by the | ceeds of the sales of the public lands. That has eae 
without any particular or specific meaning what- | action of the report of the committee, and by the | been given toall the States, and we accede to that. of he 
ever attached to it. ‘action of the opposite party in Kansas, it isac- They claim two townships for a seminary of matine 
Mr. GREEN. I will explain if the gentleman | knowledged that they have population enough to learning. That has been given to all the States, Gis 
does not understand it. ‘entitle them to admission. If that be true, then | and we accede to that. They claim twelve miles opis 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. 1 do not, sir ' this clause in the bill reported by the committee || wide on two railroads, making a distance of at moniz 
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ple of ieasta thousand miles in length—twelve miles on | differences of opinion, if I can bring them all to | into it, or to consider it, except to learn one + 
ay be , road running from east to west at least eight | the common altar of their country to pour out || point: is it republican? When the ordinance was # f 
“a hundred miles, and on a road running from north libations and join in one song of praise to the | adopted, it was intended for Congress. Will you ei 
eres, to south at least two hundred and forty miles, | Union—I will do it, even if Lleave some other sub- || accept it, or will you not accept the ordinance ? oe a 
eMol making in the aggregate, in round numbers, one | ject unadjusted. | The constitution was never so presented. Now, : ie 
 pub- thousand miles; twelve miles in width. Any one When, however, that failed, and the subject | is there not a marked difference? Can any man ret 
Lions may make the calculation and see what they can || came before us to adjust the whole matter, I con- || fail to perceive the distinction between the two? 

_— make out of it. The committee thought it exor- | sidered the proposition of the Senator from Ken- || The constitution of the State was adopted for the 

— pitantand unjust, and would not accede toit; hence | tucky with calm attention. I knew his wisdom | people of the State. The ordinance was adopted 

Jan. we rejected it, and the statement accompanying || andexperience. I had the highest respect forhis || for submission to Congress, in the nature of an 

pub- ihe report made by the chairman in the House || integrity,asI have yet. I sawa part init which || offerto make a contract. We do not choose to 

Phere ehows that the amount saved to the United States || I was willing to incorporate, and that was, let us | accept that offer of a contract, but choose to make 

8. | js $25,000,000. || close up the whole question. I will not submit || a counter proposition. . Now, when that counter 

m, it has, however, been said that the offer we do |! the constitution, for if | do that I stultify every || proposition goes back they will vote upon it, and 

— make is a bribe offered to them. When theSen- | act performed in the State of Kansas; but if it be || accept it or reject it. If they accept it, all right; 

We ator from Kentucky made the same offer in his || desired tosettle up the whole question, land grants, || if they reject it, then they are out of the Union. 

vo amendment, was that a bribe? When the Elouse || taxation, and all, I will take that much from the || Because, therefore, the effect of it may be to keep 
otity- of Representatives made the same offer, was that |) proposition of the Senator from Kentucky. We | her out of the Union, does that repudiate the Le- 

But abribe? Are the Senator from Kentucky and the || incorporated it and adjusted it in the best manner || compton constitution? I answer, no, no! 
ertain House of Representatives to be charged with an || that we could. It may not be perfect, it may not | l say more than that: it is a legal constitution, 
pcan attempt to bribe the people of Kansas? Not at || meet his views, it may not be such as he approves; || whether the State is admitted under it or not; and x Re 
— all. They were honorable in their motives, as I || but still it was the best that we knew how to do. || unless the State of Kansas chooses to change that 8 4 
tow believe the committee of conference to have been || It leaves the people the power to come into the || constitution, either in or out of the Union, it will ' 
honorable in their motives when they made a sim- Union by accepting this proposition on the subject | stand as the constitution of the State. There mey 4 
ao ilar proposition, with this difference: he proposed | of lands, or not. We have no power to force them || bea State out of the Union as well as a State in 5 
quiet to submit the constitution of Kansas to a vote of 1 into the Union if they do not accept our proposi- the Union, Kansas cannot force herself into the ; 
the people; wedo not. He proposed, if they voted || tion. We have no power to resubmit the constitu- || Union. Kansas can form a State organization, ; 
7 down that constitution, then that they shall form || tion they adopted. Hence we do what we had the || and she can hold it ready whenever Congress a 
om a constitution on the same offer of bribery, as he || power to do, and we leave undone the things that | shall be willing to receive her. Florida did the y 
tated now calls it, that we offer to them. The matter || we had no power to do. same thine. Florida formed her constitution. She 
a of contract on the subject of lands is a matter of || Tam aware that it has been said that the voting || was not received for five years after that consti- 
nati adjustment between the new States and the old / on the proposition has no relation tothe real ques- || tution was formed, and still that constitution re- 

They Federal Union. In all the States of this Union || tion to be decided. | hat is a great mistake. As mained firm, inviolable, in existence; and when 
pi it has been a matter of adjustment. I before remarked, individuals may have any mo- || Florida did come into the Union she came in still 
alee The question whether the State has a right to | tive in their mind they please. We cannot change vith the original constitution. W hen you admit 

lente ax the public lands has never yet been settled. || their motives; we cannot destroy their object; we | a State you do notindorse the constitution, When 
ablie. It is an open question; and the most profound || cannot make it legal. The Senator from New | you admita State you do not approve her consti- 
oe lawyers in this Government have differed upon || York [Mr. Sewarp] may laugh—that is allallow- || tution. Those words were employed in one in- 
e bill the right of the State to tax or not to tax the lands | able—but I claim that we have the right to fix up || stance out of the merest folly, and in the com- 
|, pro- belonging to the Federal Government. ‘The State | a legal proposition, and if men vote on it from || mission of the greatest blunder the Congress of 
ae of Missouri surrendered the right to tax either | improper motives, we have no power to control || the United States ever did commit in the admis- 
ie. Government lands, or the lands sold by the State || them. Ifthe Senator thinks we have, I differ with || sion of the State from which my friend on my left 
cal for five years afterwards, for two considerations: | him on that subject. Motive lies in the human || [Mr. Srvarr] hails—Michigan. He ‘says per- 
Seal first, under the principle of land sales then adopted || heart; motive is the principle that prompts to act; || haps they are notin. I answer, the State is in, 
 prin- they were not sold for cash, and the fee-simple || and if any man can influence motive except by || because it has the assent of the Congress of the 
a he title did not pass at the time of sale; they were || addressing arguments to the judgment and to the || United States. , 

purchased at two dollars an acre: one fifth cash, || feelings, itis a matter that I know nothing about. || Let us come to the point, and understand each 

d the and the balance in four equal annual installments. || It is true I do not profess to be profound on the || other. We are not here in a mere debating s0- 

uid That was the law of the land. In view of that || subject of all these questions of casuistry. I do || ciety. We are here to subserve the great interests 
a here was a difficult point raised: shall the indi- || not profess to understand the machinery and the || of our country. We have different views upon 
apis it vidual purchaser be liable to taxation to support || organization of the human intellect, and the con- || what will subserve those interests. Let us mect 
truth, the government, or shall he not? That brought || nection that exists between intellect and the feel- || together in the frankness and candor of honorable 

by his up this question: if he is liable to be taxed on the || ings that are so closely allied to it. Tam no met- || Senators, representing great States, equals in this 

ad. in value of the land, the State government must have | aphysician. I have not taken the first lesson on || Union. In that light, we meet not to controvert 

athe the power to enforce the collection of that tax. || that subject; but whether it be a matter of meta- and discuss, but we meet to compare opinions, to 

oka I the State government has the power to enforce || physics, of law, or of ethics, it is at least a ques- || present our reasons, to give our votes, and to rest 

‘effect the collection of that tax, it must subject that land || tion of right; and that is, to fix the opportunity || upon our constituency for our defense and protec - 

ompli- to sale in case of default. If you subject that land | for every man to do his duty, and then whether || tion. In that light, this committee has acted. ‘The 

thing to sale in the case of default, then the purchaser, | he is operated upon by an improper motive or a result of that action is presented to the country. 

When under that sale; must either get a valid title or be | right motive, and does not do his duty, or does || It presents no bribe; it dodges no question. It pre- 

sion defeated in his title, because the fee-simple stands || his duty, is a matter with which we have no con- || Sents a plain, simple proposition for the consider- 

Teas out, vested in the United States. That is what | cern. Ses _ || ation of the people of Kansas. When it is said 

selves brought all this controversy about not taxing land ; There is,in this case, but one question submit- | that there is 4 threat held in terrorem over the heads 

for more than five years. I can say that Mis-|| ted. I undertook to prove, on the Lecompton |} of the people of Kansas, to force them to accept ae 

aia sourl for more than thirty years was not permit- | submission of the constitution, that there was but | this proposition, the Senator from Ohio well an- i a 

sshish ted to tax lands even after this mode of sale was || one question submitted then. I think I sueceeded. || swers that, for he says they cannot be intimidated # ty 
ae. changed to a cash sale. The consideration prom- The question submitted | then, was slavery or no || they cannot be driven; they cannot be bribed. If ae #, 

‘t offer ised Missouri was five per cent. onthesales. She || slavery. That was decided. | now undertake to |) they cannot, why do rou object? Now, answer i Bey 

nitiee, has to this day received but three per cent. Two || prove that there is but one question submitted || me; if they can neither be brived, intimidated, oe i 

ons in percent. was promised to be invested ina certain | now; and that is, will you accept these proposi- | nor driven from their purpose, why notgive them +} a 

e them manner for the benefit of the State. That invest- || tions, or will you reject these propositions? The this opportunity to say whether they desire to be 

1 pur- — of two per cent. has never been made; and || consequences that follow are entirely different. | accept these propositions, and thereby come into ‘Pa, 

p! po ‘ence Missouri is now asking for it from the || If you vote for these propositions, and eens | the Union, or not? : a4 

od. the hands of the General Government. || coincide with you, the whole question is settled; || _ I have said, Mr. President, what I have said, } ie 

t. We _L refer to this in this connection to show that || the State is admitted; if you vote against it, just || for the purpose only of vindicating the committee un 

mines, this subject has always been a matter of contract, | the opposite. _ || from any reflection upon their motives. They ne 

essary vlagreement, ofadjustment, between the new State | Now, does that necessarily include the question || may be wrong in judgment. I do not pretend to Be 
enjoy - the Federal Government. So with Kansas, || of rejecting or accepting the constitution? Byno || set up the result of their consideration, their re- hs 

ies if the original Senate bill had passed it would || means, for this plain, palpable, and simple rea- || port, as being beyond the power of attack; but I 

1e pro- nate left this an open question. I was willing to || son: they have no power to vote on the accept- || did think that the Senator from Ohio, and the Sen- 

at bes Vote for it, and did vote for it, although it left it || ance or the rejection of the constitution. They || ator from Kentucky, had misconceived what the 

o that. ™ open question; and why? I regard the peace | have only the right to vote on that unadjusted object of the committee was, and therefore it was 

ary of of the country as something; I regard the settle- || subject. When the constitution was adopted, it || our duty to make acorrection. My colleague on 

Sates, ment of this question as important, and even if I || was not proposed to Congress. 1 want Senators || the committee, the Senator from Virginia, had 

. miles 0 leave open some branch of the subject, if I can to remember this. When the consutution was | made one correction; but subsequent remarks had 

» of at Spread the mantle of peace over all, if I can har- || adopted it was for the people of Kansas, and not || induced me to think that a further correction was 


monize all conflicting interests, if I can adjust all 
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for Congress; anc Congress had no right to look || required. I have done it; Ihave given my views 
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upon it. Itis before the Senate; it is before the 
country. If Lam wrong, l am willing to be set 
right; if Ido injustice to any one, I will take 
speedy means to do justice; if I do right, I trust 
I shall never be driven from that position. 

Mr. SEWARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I trust I shall be al- 
lowed one word of explanation. 

Mr. SEWARD. Certainly; I yield the floor. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. My friend from Vir- 
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I look upon them in reality, and try to treat them | seems to me hardly necessary to spend 
habitually, as sovereignties which are represented || here tonight in a mere matter of contro 


ginia, in whose candor and fairness in argument | 


l have great confidence, has mistaken me in one 

articular. Hesupposed me to endeavor to crim- 
inate this offer of land as an inducement to them 
to vote for this proposition, because it was a 
greater quantity than that usually granted. He 
misunderstood me. I did not intend to say any 
such thing; I said it was the largest quantity of 
land grants, but | afterwards followed it up by 
saying that it was what was habitually granted to 
other States. So he misunderstood me in sup- 
posing that I either thought or said that the quan- 
tity of land offered to Kansas for her to accept 
the Lecompton constitution was greater or more 
than that which was usually given to other States. 

The gentleman seemed also to suppose, if lun- 
derstood him, that the course I was pursuing was 
calculated to produce or prolong this Kansas agi- 
tation. Itseems to me, Mr. President, that my 
friend from Virginia ought not lightly, though it 
is perfectly in order, to say that a Senator’s course 
is calculated to produce agitation. I think that 
the report of the committee is calculated to pro- 
duce and prolong the difficulty. ‘Thatis my opin- 


jon, and that is the reason why I vote against | 


it. It provides no certain determination of our 
relations with Kansas. It remands her, ina cer- 
tain) event, toaterritorial condition, and that event 
amounts, in my mind, almost to a certainty ; and 
by so doing, it leaves her exactly in the attitude 
and condition in which she has been, subject to 
create such extensive agitation as she has in the 
country. 

My policy, and the policy indicated in the 
amendment which I had the honor to offer here, 
was to close up this subject inevitably; that if, 
the Lecompton constitution being submitted to 
the people, they would not accept that, then they 
should make a constitution that would be accept- 
able to them, and there would be an end of it. It 
was contemplated, in a continuous series of the 
mostactive operations that were possible, to bring 
her into the Union at once, and thereby putan end 
to the disturbing relations which exist between her 
and this Government. That is what my amend- 
ment provides. This does notdo that. This says, 
if she rejects the Lecompton constitution, instead 
of going on to make another and closing up the 
matter, thet she shall be postponed until her pop- 
ulation shall be of a certain amount. I hope he 
will understand me in that particular. 

Sir, | had intended to correct, or attempt to 
offer some explanation and have some correction 
with the honorable Senator from Missouri, [Mr. 
Gneen,| but I hardly know whether it is neces- 
sary. It was my misfortune, he says, not to be 
heard, on account of the lowness of my voice. 
What I said, taken altogether, sustained this po- 
sition in my narrative: that the ground in respect 
to the Lecompton constitution taken by this Sen- 
ate, has been abandoned by its friends; and, for 
brevity of expression, | may have said occasion- 
ally, but with the explanation that went along 
with it, that the Lecompton constitution has been 
abandoned—every Senator understanding me as 
meaning that the position of the Senate im refer- 
ence to it, insisting upon it as an absolute consti- 
tution, not to be referred to the people, was aban- 
doned. ‘The gentleman did not hear and did not 
understand me correctly. Al! must have under- 
stood me who did hear me. It was my misfortune 
not to be heard by the honorable Senator. 

I am really at a loss to understand, but I do 
not know whether it is necessary to inquire fur- 
ther into it, what he meant by the allusion about 
** Kentucky climbers.’’ I am really at a loss to 
undrstand what these classical figures and allu- 
sious mean. I hope they do not mean anything 
unkind, If they did so, the gentleman will par- 
don me for not replying to them. If they were 
meant for my State, why, I do not know that I 
have a word tosay about it. I have never, in all 
my time in this Senate, permitted myself to cast 


the least reflection upon any State of this Union. || Senate at this time. 


here. [do not know whether the gentleman meant 
anything offensive to Kentucky, or to reflect upon 
/her character. If he did, it was exceedingly un- 
kind. I have nothing to say on the subject. Ido 
not know that it merits or is worthy of any ex- 
planation whatever. Old Kentucky stands there 
for herself. She is above the taunts that a 
may cast upon her, however humble and inad- 
equate her representative may perhaps be to the 
subject. She never can 

Mr. GREEN. If the Senator will permit me to 
interrupt him, I will state that I meant nothing 
unkind either to the Senator or his State. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I thought the Senator 
did not. He meant nothing unkind, if I under- 
stand the gentleman, and he cast no imputation 
upon her. Then, sir, it is only that cirious and 
mysterious sort of figure of speech which I do not 
understand. [Laughter.] I have nothing more 
to Say. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
closed his remarks? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
adjourn. 

Mr. STUART. 
desire to speak upon this question in the present 
order, but Lam subject entirely to the disposition 
of the Senate as to whether I am to go on now or 
to-morrow. 

Mr. SEWARD. Trose not with the intention 
of taking the floor myself; but, seeing the honor- 
able Senator from Michigan rise to take the floor, 
while | recognized his right to it, I thought it was 
time to adiourn. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Let us go on 
now. Gentlemen are ready to continue the dis- 

| cussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Biggs in 
the chair.) The Chair recognized the Senator 
from New York, and the question is on the mo- 
tion he has submitted that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. If it is understood that we 
| shall finish this question to-morrow evening or 
| to-morrow night, | am perfectly willing to adjourn 

now. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will answer the Senator 
from Virginia at once. It cannot be understood 
that we shall finish the question to-morrow night, 
but it may be understood that we are debating in 
good faith, without the least design to delay, and 
if we can reach the question then, it will be closed 

| to-morrow night; if not, not. I wish to say also 
that we have been four hours and a half upon this 
subject to-day; and for one, [ do not admit the 
right of the majority to require us to make con- 





Has the honorable Senator 


Yes, sir. 
Then I move that the Senate 


| tracts to foreclose this debate, especially when || 


they themselves tre taking their share in it, and 
making it necessary for us to reply to them. I 
therefore insist on my motion to adjourn, 

Mr. IVERSON. 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BELL. I wish to state that I have paired 
off with the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. Pearce] 
on this subject. [ improperly voted yesterday, 
having forgotten that engagement; but it was upon 

no material question. 
| Mr. DOOLITTLE. The honorable Senator 
| from Louisiana [Mr. Bensamry] and myself have 
paired off on this matter for this evening. 

The result was then announced—yeas 22, nays 
93; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Broderick, Brown, Cameron, Chandler, 
Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Poster, Hamlin, Harlan, Houston, Kennedy, King, Seward, 


Simmons, Stuart, Trumbull, Wade, and Wilson—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Biggs, Bigler, Bright, 
Clay, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, Hunter, [verson, 
Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Jones, Mal- 
lory, Mason, Polk, Pugh, Slidell, Toombs, Wright, and Yu- 
lee —23. 


| So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

| Mr. SEWARD. I now move that the further 
consideration of this subject be postponed until 
to-morrow at half past twelve o’clock, and be made 
the special order for that hour. 


Mr. IVERSON. Iask for the yeas and nays 
upon that question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STUART. Ido not wish to detain the 
I only wish to say that it 


I simply wish to say that 1 | 





I call for the yeas and nays || 











any time 
; : ; versy, 
have yielded, from time to time, to-day, to saa 


Senators who desired to speak, and am disposed 
_to do so at any and at all times. I simply wan; 
_in good faith and in due time, to present my views 
upon this subject. I understand there are others 
who also desire to do so. The debate has gona 
on to-day by the friends and the opponents of 
this measure. We have sat here now until nearly 
five o’clock. I er suggest whether it would 
not be more reasonable to adjourn this question 
over until to-morrow, and not seek to press jt 
_ until it is found that there is a disposition to re. 
_tard it. As far as [am concerned, I only wis) 
to disclaim any such disposition on my part, | 
do not know of any member of the body who has 
_anysuch disposition. I submit, therefore whether 
itis better to spend any number of hours in efforis 
_to postpone and prevent a postponement, which 
every Senator knows may be done, or whether jr 
is better now to come to the conclusion to dispose 

_ of this question, and adjourn over until to-morroy, 
I submit, with great respect, to the Senate, anj 

I beg to repeat it again, not to be misunderstood, 

| that it seems to me better for all of us to pursue 
that course at this time. So far as I am concerned 
personally in the question, I only say that I am 
at the pleasure of the Senate. Of course, it would 
be more convenient to me to speak to-morrow 
/ morning, when the Senate and myself are less {a- 
tigued; but, upon that score, I do not think ths: 

| Lam ina condition where I ought to ask the es- 
pecial indulgence of the Senate. Ido not, there- 
fore, put it upon that ground. While I say that 
it would be inconvenient to me, yet I would be 
entirely willing to go on now, if there was any- 
| thing in the condition of the question which re- 
uired me to do so. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
to interrupt him ? 

Mr. STUART. Certainly. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator knows that | 
agreed to adjourn, and was perfectly willing to 
do so; but it was understood last night—at least 
| I so understood the Senator from New Hamp- 
| shire, when he made the proposition to postpone 
| this subject over until to-day—that its considera- 
| tion would take two days. All I ask is, an assur- 

ance from both sides of the House that we shal! 
be able to dispose of it to-morrow. I am per- 
| fectly willing then to adjourn or postpone it. 

Mr. STUART. I have no doubt of the Sena- 
tor’s motives and intentions, but I know nothing 
of such an arrangement. I will call the attention 
_of the Senator to what was said at that time. 
When that proposition was made, several Sena- 
| tors all over the Chamber exclaimed, ‘* Thurs- 
day!”’ **Thursday!’’ Some said Wednesday, 
and some Thursday. There seemed to be, to my 
ear, no understanding. I know of no private ar- 
| rangement. 

Mr. HUNTER. I know of no private arrange- 
; ment, but I understood the Senator from New 
Hampshire to submit a proposition to take two 
days to this subject. He proposed that we post- 
— it until Wednesday, and dispose of it on 

hursday night; or, if we should take it up to- 
day, to dispose of it to-morrow night. 
disposed to press Senators. 

Mr. STUART. I believe that will be the re- 
sultnow. If the Senate adjourns, there will be 
no difficulty. Every Senator can say all he de- 
sires to say to-morrow. That is my belief; but 
I am not advised on that point. 

Mr. HUNTER. There will be no difficulty, 


| if there is an understanding that Senators will aid 


Will the Senator allow me 


Iam not 





|| us to do it. 


Mr. STUART. I certainly will. 

| Mr. HUNTER. Then I wiii agree to postpone 
| this subject until half past twelve o’clock to-mor- 
| Trow. 

| Mr. SEWARD. I want it to be understood 
that that is an understanding between the honor- 
| able gentlemen,and notan understanding betwee! 
/anybody else. I have already stated, so far as | 
am concerned, that I believed this debate was |" 
good faith; that I thought it might come to an end 
as likely to-morrow as at any other time, but that 
I would come to no engagement. What I object 
to is that terms shall be dictated to us, which, | 
| seems to me, we cannot accept with self-respects 
and which ought not to be made when every dem- 

onstration is given on our part of good faith. 
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Mr.CLARK. I desire to make one suggestion 
in regard to this matter. I think it will be recol- 
»«ted by honorable Senators that the proposition 


it é . . . . 
was made last night to defer this subject until 


Wednesday, to take two days for discussion, and 
then close the debate. That was not acceded to; 
it was not acceptable. Then the proposition was 
made that we should adjourn until to-day, that 
we should go on fairly and candidly without fac- 
jous delay, and close the debate in the ordinary 
way. That we are disposed to do now. We 
think we have worked as long to-day as we ordi- 
yarily do. I think I may say, in behalf of gen- 
tlemen on this side of the Chamber, that they are 
willing to go on debating the matter fairly, hon- 
orably, and as Senators 7 to do, and then 
close the debate, and take the vote; and that is 


all they ought to be required to do. If the debate | 


ean close to-morrow afternoon, we are willing to 
take the vote to-morrow night or the day after, 


and to close the debate without faction or unne- | 
rn . | 
Phat is all that ought to be re- 


cessary delay. 
( uired of us. 
Mr.GREEN. I do not think the Senator from 
New York ought to say that we dictate to them. 
{tisa matter of adjustment, a matter of agree- 
ment. When we propose a certain time, is it 
dictation? Why, a minority may propose to a 
majority, and it is no dictation; or a majority 
may propose to a minority, and it is no dictation. 
But we desire to get rid of this question; he may 
not. When we make a certain proposition, I do 
not wish him to characterize it before the coun- 
try as a dictation; and when he does thus char- 
acterize it, { choose to contradict him, and say 
that, so far as we are concerned, it is not correct. 





if | understand it, we do not. It is an offer. The | 
question is, can we accede to it consistently with | 
public duty? [ answer, there is not a single Sen- | 


ator on this side who would have a single Sena- 
tor on the other side to sacrifice his opinions of 


duty for the sake of expediting this one thing; | 


but, if we can, we should like to have it closed 
at once. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I have not had the re- 


motest intention of taking any part in this debate, 


and | have not now; and I suppose there are not | 


many gentlemen on our side of the Chamber who 
do intend to take part in it; still I will not pledge 
myself that at some period of the debate I may 
not be excited, or incited, to take some interest in 
it, although such is not my intention now. But 
{am surprised that the honorable Senator from 
Virginia, who knows that I have great respect for 


him, should take part in what I cannot help call- | 


ing the imposition of unreasonable terms. I do 
not like this thing in the Senate; and I am rather 
inclined to come to the opinion of the Senator from 


Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] that it is best to put an | 


end toall attempts at making bargains, unless we 
can have them in the old customary form—the 
form which is respectful and kind to both sides 
ofthe Chamber. Then, sir, when a debate arose, 
! believe it has been customary heretofore—I 
came here in the middle of the famous Kansas de- 
bate, and I know what it was then—to give the 
largest liberty to gentlemen with regard, not only 
to the time that they themselves would occupy in 
speaking, but to the time of speaking. So long 
as there was no disposition manifested to pro- 
tract the time—to spin it out for the purpose of 
making delay—the old, ordinary, gentlemanly, 
proper rale of the Senate was adhered to; and that 
was, that every gentleman should have a right to 
speak, at a proper season of the day, upon the 
guesuion of interest before the Senate. ‘That rule 
ought to exist now. 

All Lask of the majority is, not that they shall 
yield anything to any disposition to talk for the 
mere purpose of protracting debate, talking against 
ume; but that they shall yield everything to the 
minority, so long as that disposition is not exhib- 
ited atall. L would ask Senators, has there been, 
on the part of the minority, exhibited, on this 
occasion, any sort of disposition to talk for the 
mere purpose of stretching out the period of de- 
bate? Until that takes place, I say it does not 
comport with the dignity of the Senate to tell us 
here, if you will agree to close the debate to- 


| tions, and from some people; and in other asso- | 
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ciations, and from other people, it ought not to 
come at all, in my judgment; but that every man 
on the floor, until that disposition is manifested, 
should be considered as having a proper view to 
the interests of the country, and what is de- 
manded, a proper respect to himself, and a proper 


| respect to the body of which he is a member; and 


| 


| Therefore, un¢ 


| the largest liberty should be accorded to him so 


long as he ye nothing but propriety in view. 
er this impression, all { have to 


| say is, that in the present stage of the discussion, 


I will not be considered as agreeing to finish the 
debate to-morrow, although I do not think I shall 
have a word to say on the subject. 

Mr. HUNTER. I made no attempt to dictate 
terms to the minority or any one else. I have 
never known a debate of this sort closed except 
by mutual agreement, which was all | proposed. 


| I do not insist that gentlemen shal! agree on terms 





| the day on the subject. 


| they please. 


norrow, we will let you adjourn; if you will not | 


agree to get through, whatever you may want to 
Say, and honestly want to say at that time, then 


you shall stay and talk to-night, at this hour,”? | 


hat might do in some bodies, in some associa- 


which would be inexorable; but if there is a mu- 


tual understanding to close the debate as soon as | 


it could be done consistently with what was due 
on all sides, and it was thought probable that we 
should close it to-morrow, [ was willing to adjourn 
now; but if not, in my opinion we ought to de- 
vote a larger portion of the day than usual in these 


| matters, if we are going to adjourn in June. If 
gentlemen will postpone the day of final adjourn- | 

j I shall not object if they | 

| debate it for a week, if they do that. 


ment, they may go on. 
Sut if you 
are to adjourn in June, you cannot givea week to 
this subject and get through the necessary busi- 
nessof the country. You first adopt an inexorable 


| rule to adjourn ata certain time in June; and then, 


when I make an effort to distribute the time among 
the differentsubjects so as to enable us to accom- 
plish the greatest amount of business, gentlemen 
say lam dictatingterms! I seek to dictate to no- 
body. I suggested this as an agreement into which 
all parties might enter. Why not? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would ask the Senator 
in all kindness, whether it is not dictation, offens- 


ive dictation, to say, ‘* if we can understand that | 


the debate is to be closed at such an hour, very 
well, we will adjourn; if not, we will go on?” 

Mr. HUNTER. I think not. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Itlooks very much like it. 

Mr. HUNTER. The meaning ofit is this: we 
will adjourn now, provided we can get through 
the matter at that time; butif the debate is to take 
a longer time, we must spend a larger portion of 
I think that is v ry 
fair. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I wish simply to say, in an- 
swer to my friend from Virginia, that he is now 
making a proposition which I shall not agree to. 
3oth Houses have agreed to adjourn in June, and 
we have plenty of time todo our business. Ido 
not concur at all in the parliamentary idea of the 
Senator from Maine, about dictation. Itis aright, 
a duty of every deliberative assembly; they are 
invested with full authority to stop debate when 
In every body except this that rule 
is applied. I think itis a misfortune that by our 
rules we cannot apply it now; it ought to be reme- 
died, and I hope will be very soon. The other 
branch of the Congress of the United States 
who have equal powers and duties with ourselves, 
lay down an inexorable rule, that, whenever they 
choose or think proper, debate must stop. 

Mr. BELL. Try it in the Senate. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is a rule which ought to be 
applied here, and the Senator ought to have it 
applied to him,in my judgment. It is the rule of 
nearly all legislative bodies; it may be different 
insome. In the British Parliament they have not 
such a rule, but they cough down and scrape 
down and ironically cheer down anybody whom 
they do not want to hear, and they can close their 
debates whenever they desire to do so. 

Therefore I am a party to none of these ar- 
rangements. So far as | am concerned I want no 
more debate. I am willing to sit here, season in 
and season out, until this vote is taken. Thatis 
the only way in this body in which a vote can be 
taken. I have rarely known an important ques- 
tion taken here without having a night session. I 
have sat in the other branch for two nights and a 
day in order to take a vote. It has been the com- 
mon practice to make gentlemen speak day and 


| night, and it has been considered no great hard- 


ship by any one. This thing of making gentle- 
men speak jn hours and out of hours has been the 
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practice ever since I have been in the Congress 
of the United States, and nobody considered it a 
hardship. This new idea that gentlemen shall 
speak in proper hours, by which, I suppose, is 
meant between one o'clock and five o’clock, to get 
the galleries, is a novelty belonging to this session 
and the Republican party. It has not been ac- 
cording to the usages or practice of either branch 
of this Government, from its commencement until 
now. Gentlemen have spoken night and day, in 
season and out of season, in the other branch, 
when chey please to apply this rule. On account 
of there being no disposition in this body to resort 
to means to obstruct legislation, the rule never 
having been necessary until now, it was never 
adopted here. Now it is necessary; and, in m 
judgment asa public man, it ought to be adopted, 
so that the business of the country may be placed 
in the power of the majority, in whose hands the 
Constitution places it. 

Mr. MASON. I wish to say that I dissent al- 
together from the position taken by the honorable 
Senator from Georgia, that itis right in a major- 
ity to put a stop to debate at their pleasure whe 
the majority think the public interests require it. 
I dissent altogether from the idea that it would be 
politic or prudent in this body, which is a repre- 
sentation of the States, to adopt that rule to which 
reference was made by which debate would be cut 
off at the pleasure of a majority of the body. For 
one, | have always protested against it since J 
have been a member of this Senate, and always 
shall protest against it. Sir, in a popular Gov- 
crnment, where the Government is to be adminis- 
tered as the people desire it shall be administered, 
it is important that the people shall know how the 
Government operates through a majority, and ] 
would be the last man to take any steps whatever 
to put a stop to debate in the Senate of the United 
States. Yet upon this particular question I should 
agree with my colleague. We have our time meas- 
ured now by a law passed by the present Con- 
cress for the termination of the session; and in 
the distribution of the time of the Senate, and a 
reference to the many subjects that will come be- 
fore it, it seems to me right that the debate shall 
goon unless honorable Senators on that side of 
the Chamber, to whom, I presume, it would be 
chiefly confined, should believe, of which they are 
the best judges, that they can close it to-morrow, 
or perhaps the nextday. Asa matter of expe- 
diency only, but with no desire to stop debate 
upon it, | have been obliged to vote against an 
adjournment; but { will leave it to them within a 
reasonable time. 

Mr. SEWARD. That is all I asked. 
posed it would go no further than that. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to make one sugges- 
tion to the honorable Senator from Virginia. I 
think this side of the Chamber appreciate as much 
as he does the position in which we stand. I 
think we are all aware that we are to adjourn on 
the 7th day of June. Ido not think that that side 
of the Chamber is any more anxious to do it than 
this side of the Chamber. If they will trust to 
our judgment, candor, and fairness, I have no sort 
of doubt, if the matter was left to us, an adjourn- 
ment would be had; everybody would consult the 
public good, and this debate would be brought to 
a close as soon as it could conveniently be done, 
and the whole business of the country would be 
going along. But if they insist on staying, and 
will not give any further time, and should say we 
will close the debate to-morrow, it will enlist the 
pride of this side of the Senate that you shall not 
close it to-morrow night, and delay would come 
on a collateral issue instead of meeting the ques- 
tion fairly. They are inthe majority. Letthem 
exhibit magnanimity towards us; allow genile- 
men to go on; treat us with candor and liberality, 
and if we do not meet you half way, then you can 
try the crushing-out process if you think proper. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me that we 
are wasting time, instead of gaining, by this pro- 
We have had, during the last few wecks, 
several discussions of this kind, as to arrange- 
ments betwee» one side of the Chamber and tlie 
other. Now, it has been said on this side, I be- 
lieve, by every Senator who has spoken, that there 
is no disposition to delay this matter. So far as 
I know anything about it, that istrue. We have 
lost, now, half an hour in this profitless discus- 
sion; and if we adjourn and meet at the ordinary 
hour to-morrow, Peas only give my opinion, buat 
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it is certainly my opinion, that this matter will 


_— itt a em ee 


be settled quite as soon as it will be to sit here 
throueh the whole night. Lapprehend the debate 
will be closed to-morrow. So far as 1 know any- 
thing about it, there are very few persons here 
who design taking up any considerable time in 
discussing this matter; but,asa matter of course, 


no individual Senator can say how many persons 
will speak uponeither side, nor can we anticipate 
the time the discussion will take. There is no 
attempt, and no desire to delay this thing a mo- 
ment. For my own part, I am ready to vote now 
unless there are persons who wish to speak. If 
there are, 1 will be for giving them a chance. 
This is, | believe, in good faith, the understanding 
of every Senator. ‘Then why not let us adjourn, 
meet here to-morrow, and go on with business? 
It seems to me that this is the quickest way of 
getting at the question. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is what I proposed— 
that gentlemen should say, on all sides, that they 
would endeavor to bring the debate to a close to- 
morrow, if they could; and if they could not, I 
did not ask any Senator 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Lonly wish to say to the 
Senator, that Ido not prepose to delay it; nor do 
I know of anybody who desires todo so. Tam 
certain there is no combination to do so. If there 
was, 1 think I should have heard of it. I move 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Several Senators. There is a motion pending. 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 hope the Senator will with- 
draw it for a moment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 withdraw that motion, 
and move to postpone the further consideration 
of this subject until to-morrow. 

Mr. GREEN. And make it the special order 
for half past twelve o’clock. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir, and that it be 
made the special order for half past twelve o’clock 
to-morrow. 

Mr. IVERSON. I rise toa point of order. No 
motion is in order until the motion made by the 
Senator from New York, upon which the yeas 
and nays are ordered, shall be disposed of. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. A motion to adjourn would 
be in order at any time, I apprehend; but I will 
not insist upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from New York, 
that the further consideration of this subject be 
postponed to, and made the special order for, half 
past twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resuited—yeas 35, nays 10; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Bigler, Broderick, Brown, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Clay, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Nixon, Douglas, Durkee, Evans, Fessenden, Fitzpatrick, 
Foot, Foster, Gwin, Harlan, Houston, Hunter, Jones, Ken- 
nedy, King, Polk, Pugh. Seward, Simmons, Stuart, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—35. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Biggs, Bright, Green, Iverson, Johnson 
of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Mallory, Mason, 
Toombs, and Wright—10. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business, 

Mr. KING. Oh! no; let us adjourn. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Itis proper that 
we should have an executive session. The Sen- 
ator from New York knows nothing about the 
business for which it is desired. It will not take 
more than five minutes. 

Mr. KING, A motion to adjourn has been 
made, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It is important 
to the public business that we should have an ex 
ecutive session now. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Michigan 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope that the 
Senate will not adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
adjourned, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvespay, April 27, 1858. 
The House met at twelve o'clock, m. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
BANKS IN THE UNITED STATES. 
Vhe SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
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before the House a letter from the Secretary of | to this report being made a special order, he win 
° Li) 


| the Treasury, transmitting a report as to the con- 


dition of the banks of the United States, in com- 
pliance with the resolution of the House of the 
20th July, 1832. 
Mr. LETCHER. I move that two thousand | 
extra copies of that report be printed for the use | 
of the Treasury Department. I understand that 
this information is furnished voluntarily by the 
banks to the Treasury Department. Heretofore | 
the number printed has been twenty-five hundred, | 
but the Secretary of the Treasury says that two 
thousand will be sufficient to answer his purpose. 
The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- | 
man from Virginia, under the rules, goes to the | 
Committee on Printing. 


WAGON ROAD TO THE COLORADO. | 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a || 


communication from the War Department, in re- | 


ply to a resolution of the House of Representa- | 
| tives of the 20th instant, calling for a copy of the | 


report of the exploration of the wagon road from 
Fort Defiance to the Colorado river, in the Ter- | 


, ritory of New Mexico, with a map of said route, 


| 


by Edward F. Beall, stating that no such report 
or map had been received; which was laid on the 
table, and ordered to be printed. 


POST OFFICE ADVERTISEMENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a | 
communication from the Postmaster General in 
reference to post office advertisements in news- | 


| papers; which was laid on the table, and ordered 


to be printed. 
LIEUTENANT MAURY. 


Mr. FENTON, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented the concurrent resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of New York in relation to Lieu- 
tenant Maury, of the United States Navy; which | 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and ordered t6 be printed. 


FORT SNELLING REPORT. | 


Mr. PETTIT. I rise to a question of priv- | 
ilege. My purpose, in rising, is to make a report 
which, by the consent of the House, is allowed 
to be made at any time. I am directed by the | 
committee appointed by the House to inquire inte 
the facts and circumstances connected with the 
sale of the Fort Snelling reservation to make a re- 
port, accompanied by resolutions adopted by the 


/ committee, the evidence taken by the committee, 


and its journal of proceedings. 
Before submitting the report in reference to it, | 
and moving the action of the House on it, I may | 
be allowed to say that the committee has not been | 
fortunate in coming to a unanimous agreement | 
in facts or conclusions. I wish to say, there- | 
fore, that I bring in this report, at this time, with | 
the entire concurrence of the committee. The 
minority of the committee, consisting of its chair- 


man, the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Bur- | 


the report be laid on the table, be printed, and 
/ made a special order in this House for Tuesday, 


NETT,] and his associate from the Berkeley district 
of Virginia, [Mr. Fav.xner,] will, I ilaciaad. 
shortly present a report. My purpose, at the in- | 
stance of the entire committee, is to move that 


the 18th day of May next. 

Mr. CLINGMAN., I shall object to its being 
made a special order. I am willing that the report | 
shall be made, and take its course in the regular | 
order of business. 

Mr. GROW. I rise to a question of order. I, 
am not informed as to what action this committee | 
propose to report, but if it involves any member | 
of this House, then I make the same point of | 
order made by me in the last session, that they 
have not the right to report, because if, in their | 
investigation, a member is involved, they must 
come into the House and ask the permission of | 
the House to proceed. 

Mr. PETTIT. I can obviate the objection 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania by | 
stating that there is nothing in the report of this | 
committee implicating any person connected with | 
either branch of Congress. 

Mr.GROW. Then I withdraw my point of 
order. 


Mr. BURNETT. 


I ask that the views of the 


minority may also be received, and take the same | 
course with the report of the majority. The rw 
tion made by the gentleman from North Carolina | 


|| which the committee have been acting 
| apply. 


ene 





| see, by an examination of the resolution undp, 
g, doe lot 
The committee have the right to fede 
and to call it up at any time. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I cannot prevent it 
If I could prevent it I would. e 

The SPEAKER. A simple motion to 
to the time indicated will bring the ma 
that time. 

Mr. PETTIT. Then I make the motion tha 
the report be postponed until Tuesday, the 18th 
day of May next, and that the report of the ma. 
jority and views of the minority be printed, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIT. I am also directed by that com. 
mittee to offer this resolution: 

Resolved, That the compensation of stenographers em. 


ployed by committees under the authority of the House, je 
paid, as audited by the Committee of Accounts, , 


Postpone 
tter up at 


I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think it would 
be better to fix some price by the House. All the 
resolutions appointing stenographers or givine 
authority for their employment, have provided 
that they should be paid the usual compensation, 
| If there has been any usual rate of compensation 
adopted, I am not aware of it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The Committee of Ac. 
counts will fix it. 

Mr. BURNETT. I will say to the gentleman 
from Tennessee that the committee, or myself, at 
least, were governed in their action in fixing the 
compensation to be paid, by the price paid to the 
reporters of the Globe for reporting the proceed. 
ings of the House. We followed that rule, sup- 
posing that it was right, and that it would meet 
the approval of the House; and I now move the 
previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Before the gen- 
tleman does that, I desire to ask him what he pro- 
poses under that construction ? 

Mr. BURNETT. I do not remember. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman from Indi- 
ana will modify the resolution, I think it will be 
better. Let him modify it so as to specify the 
amount. 

Mr. SEWARD. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table. I do not think this House has any 
right to make an appropriation without fixing the 
specific amount to be appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has demanded the previous question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask the 
chairman of this committee what amount he cer- 
tified to the stenographer of his committee? 

Mr. BURNETT. The committee employed 
two stenographers for nearly the whole time. The 
amount which we indorsed to them for their ser- 
vices as stenographers was $1,010. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. IL hope the demand for the 
previous question will be sustained, because if we 
are to go into a discussion over the matter, it 
will cost more than the whole amount involved 

Mr. SEWARD. If the gentleman will insert 
in the resolution the particular sum which the 
committee have allowed, I will withdraw my mo- 
tion; otherwise I will insist upon it. I do not 
think the House have the right to appropriate 
money in this indefinite way. 

Mr. PETTIT. Lask the gentleman to with- 
draw his motion for a moment, to enable me to 
make an explanation. - 

Mr. SEWARD. I will withdraw the motion 
to lay upon the table if the amount to be paid is 
inserted in the resolution. 

The motion to lay upon the table was disagreed 
to. 

The call for the previous question was sec- 
onded, and the main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I demand the yeas 
and nays on the adoption of the resolution. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only seven 
members voting therefor. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. HUGHES obtained the floor, but yielded 
to 














1858. 


Mr. J. 
from Ind 
in my ha 
Committ 
for a we 
they may 
Whole o 
be printe 

Mr. C! 
to object 
now in th 
mittee of 
most of ¢ 
committe 
member 
during 

Mr. J. 
tinctly u 
a call of 

Mr. C 
by the n 
Whole o 
the Jour 
not be ¢ 

Mr. J. 

Ways a 
share of 
man Op} 

any um 

The § 


Mr. I 
before t 
Mr. C 


there W 
when | 
order, a 
not be h 
oring a 
to censt 
to the ¢ 


The | 


Where 
from the 
justant, ] 
the Hous 
of order 
tenor, to 

“Whe 
lished in 
lowing a 
the land 

“*Du 
an order 
at Wash 
name of 
course tl 
hours, a 
public la 
our turn 
the pecu 
the Adu 
party fat 
support 

** And 
newspaj 
date of . 

“ae Pa 
ton Haw 
and alle 
at Wasi 
to the a 
person 
acres W 
Bright, 
entered 
thousan 
four hu 
Instruct 
Office.’ 

SCT 
Was the 
sion of 
base in: 
English 
respon 
ora lov 
ideut ar 
to come 
die of t 

Th 

* Be 
to inve: 
circum 
stoner 
D. Bar 
Hon. J 
thousa 
Into the 
and thé 


and pa 








com- 


3 ém. 
ae, be 


ould 
i the 
ivine 
vided 
tion, 
ation 


Ac- 


man 
If, at 
f the 
0 the 
ceed. 
sup- 
meet 
e the 


gen- 


: pro- 


Indi- 
ill be 


y the 


ution 
s any 
g the 


Ken- 


k the 
> cers 


oyed 
The 
r ser- 


yr the 
if we 
er, it 
ved 

nsert 
h the 
7 mo- 
) not 
rate 


with- 
ne to 


otion 
aid is 
zreed 
| gece 
put. 
yeas 
seven 
vote 


also 
1 the 


elded 


1858. 


“Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. The gentleman 
groin Indiana yields to me for a moment. I have 
my hand three appropriation bills; and, as the 
Committee of Ways and Means may not be called | 
for a week, I ask that, by unanimous consent, | 


—E 





the 


be printed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iam compelled reluctantly 
to object to the gentleman’s proposition. We are 
now in the fifth month of the session, and the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have already used up 
most of our fme, and have objected to the other 
committees being called in their order. [ ama 
member of a committee which has not been called 


during the session. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I beg to be dis- 


tinctly understood that I have never objected to || 


a call of the committees of the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The objection was made 
by the motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union immediately after 
the Journal was read, so that the committees could 
not be called. 

Mr.J.GLANCY JONES. The Committee of 
Ways and Means have not consumed an undue 
share of the time of this House, nor has its chair- 
man opposed the call of committees for reports at 
any time. 


The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 
Mr. HUGHES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to bring 
before the House a matter of privilege. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 


der of business. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indi- | 


ana has the floor on a question of privilege. 

Mr. HUGHES. I will say just here that I hope 
there will not be an attempt to clamor me down 
when I rise to a question of privilege. I am in 
order, and I intend to remain in order; and I can- 
not be heard in this House if this system of clam- 
oringagainst me is keptup. I offer a resolution 
to censure a member of this House, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Whereas, Francis E. Srinner,a member of this House 
from the State of New York, did, on the 26th day of April 
justant, propose to offer for the consideration and action of 
the House a preamble and resolution which was ruled out 
of order by the Speaker, and which was of the following 
tenor, to wit: 

“Whereas, The Burlington Hawkeye, a newspaper, pub- 


lished in the State of Iowa, has recently published the fol- || 


lowing article, written from Council Bluffs, in ‘relation to 
the land sales at that place, viz: 

“* During the second week, after the office had opened, 
an order was received from Mr. Commissioner Hendricks, 
at Washington, to locate six thousand (6,009) acres in the 
name of the honorable Jesse D. Bright, of Indiana. Of 
course the order was complied witli, out of the regular office 
hours, and thus the honorable Senator got a nice slice of the 
public land at a single haul, while the rest of us had to take 
our turn at the mill as the wheel rolled round. Wonder if 
the peculiar position which Senator Bright occupies towards 
the Administration had anything to do with this piece of 
party favoritism ? Was it any part of the price paid for his 
support of the Lecompton constitution ?” 


y may now be referred to the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 


I demand the regular or- | 


THE CONGRESSION 


‘ 


“And whereas, the *‘ Weekly Council Bluffs Bugle,’ a | 
newspaper published at Council Bluffs,in said State, under | 


date of April 14, 1858, published the following article, viz : 


** Parry Favoritism.—A correspondentin the Burling- | 


ton Hawk Eye, speaks ofa ‘ recent piece of party favoritism,’ 
and alleges that it was connived at by the ‘ powers that be,’ 
at Washington. The correspondent was nearly correct as 


to the amount of land entered, but is sadly at fault as to the | 


person entering the same. Six thousand and two hundred 
acres were entered in one day, in the names of Jesse D. 


Bright, William H. English, and James B. Foley. Bright | 


entered two thousand four hundred and eighty, English, two 


thousand two hundred and eighty, and Foley one thousand | 
four hundred and forty acres. The entries were made under | 
mstructions from the Commissioner of the General Land | 


Office.’ 


“<The writer insinuates that the allowance of the entry | 


Was the price paid for Bright’s vote, in favor of the admis- | 


sion of Kansas under the Lecompton constitution ; but his 
base tusinuation will lose all its force when it is known that 
English and Foley voted against the admission. The cor- 
respoudent must place a very high price upon western lands, 


or low estimate upon the honor and integrity of the Pres- | 


4 . . . . : 
eut and Senators. This is a little too low an insinuation 


. come from any citizen of Council Bluffs, the whang-doo- | 
e 


of the Black Republican party only excepted.’ ”” 
. lherefore 
; - Be ut resolved, That a committee of five be appointed 
® investigate the matter, and to inquire into the facts and 


“rcumstances connected with the order of the Commis- | 
Toner of the General Land Office, whereby the Hon. Jesse | 


. Bricur, and the Hon. Wittiam H. Eneuisu and the 


an, James B. Fotey were permitted to enter about six | 


— acres of land at the Council Bluffs land office, and 
a > the facts and circumstances connected with said entry ; 

. that said committee have power to send for persons 
and papers, and to report by bill or otherwise.” 


| 


And whereas said preamble and resolution reflect upen 
| the integrity and characters respective!y of amemberof the 
| Senate, and two members of the House, without contain- 
ing any charge or matter proper for the action or consider- 
ation of the House: Therefore 

Resolved, That the offer to introduce said preamble and 
resolution was a breach of the privilege, order, and deco- 
rum of the House, and that the said Francis E. Spinner, 
is hereby censured for the same. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 

The SPEAKER. 
his point of order. 

Mr. HUGHES took the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If the gentleman from In- 
diana desires to be heard, I will withdraw my 
point of order for the present. It strikes me, how- 
ever, that this whole thing is a matter of news- 
paper controversy. Very many Senators and 
| members of this House have been abused through 
the public press, and I do not think that itis proper 
to take up the time of the House with such cen- 
sures or strictures of the press. I withdraw my 
point of order. 

Mr. HUGHES. [am obliged to the gentleman 
fer withdrawing his point of order; but ] have not 
seen any point in his point of order. He made 
no point. 

Mr. Speaker, | would have preferred to say 
| what I have to say upon this subject, without the 
| introduction of a formal resolution; but the privi- 
lege of making a very short explanation, which 
was due to a Senator from my own State, was 
| denied me, when the attempt was made yester- 
day, by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
SpPinneER,] to introduce his resolution. 

I have no reason to betieve, and have had none, 
that I would be permitted to vindicate his char- 
acter against this attack, except by bringing my- 
self strictly within the rules of the House; and 


The gentleman will state 


| propose to press now, and to ask a vote upon. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a question of 
order. The resolution does not raise a question 
of privilege. If every member of this House who 


is abused, or who imagines that a Senator from | 
| his State is vilified through the public press of | 


this country, is to be allowed to make a question 
of privilege here upon it, we shall have nothing 
but questions of privilege before us. 

The SPEAKER. 
attention of the gentleman from Ohio to the lan- 
guage of the resolution: 

* Therefore, resolved, That the offer to introduce said 
| preamble and resolution was a breach of the privilege, 

order, and decorum of the House, and that the said Fran- 
cis E. Spinner is hereby censured for the same.”? 

The Chair is of opinion that it is a question of 
privilege, inasmuch as it proposes to censure a 
| member of the House. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Very well; then it is open 
to debate. 
| Mr. HUGHES. I was saying, sir, that hav- 
ing been driven to the necessity of introducing 
| this resolution by the unjustifiable attack that has 
been made, not only upon a Senator, but upon a 
| public officer from the State of Indiana [Mr. 
| Hendricks} not entitled to be heard upon this 
floor, l expect to press this resolution to a vote. 
And I believe that when all the facts and circum- 
stances attending this matter, which I apprehend 
are susceptible of proof, shall be brought before 
| the House, this resolution wil! pass by a sufli- 
cient majority to place upon the eat an em- 
phatic condemnation of this House against the 
practice of embodying in the form of its official 
proceedings the newspaper slanders of the day. 
And I do not think, sir, that the character of the 
Senator from Indiana, or of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Oifice, a citizen of Indiana, or 
of the members of this House, from Indiana, who 
are impugned in the resolution which the gentle- 
man from New York proposed to introduce, im- 
portant as they are and should be, are yet of as 
nigh importance as the dignity.and character of 
this House itself. 

This resolution appeals to the House, not only 
to repel unjustifiable and malicivus assaults upon 
Senators, public functionaries, and members of 
the House, but calls upon the House to maintain 


the seal of its condemnation upon the abuse of the 
privileges of this floor by embodying, in the form 





trinsically does not posséss. 


Mr. SPINNER. 


I rise co a point of order. | 


therefore I have introduced this resolution, which | 


The Chair would call the | 


its own dignity and its own character, and to set || 


| of official proceedings, scandalous and false fiat- | 
ter, and thus giving it an importance which it in- 
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| to ask him if he denies the facts stated in tlie res- 


olution ? 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


| Indiana yield the floor to the gentleman from New 
York? 


Mr. HUGHES. I will answer the gentleman 
before I have done. Ihave hardly ever declined 
to yield the floor to a gentleman who appeals to 
me for that purpose; but when I ceueaa Te make 
a simple explanation of this matter yesterday, a 
unanimous shout of ** order,’’ from that side of 


| the House, clamored me down;and I now decline, 


when I am in order, to yield the floor to any of 
those gentlemen who indulge in that sort of 
amusement. 

I came into the Hall yesterday shortly after that 
part of the resolution which related to the Sena- 
tor from Indiana had been read. The test of the 
resolution was notread atall. And I did not know 
that any reference was contained in that resolu- 
tion to my two colleagues from Indiana, [Messrs. 
Forey and Eneuisu.]} If I had, I should not have 
proposed to say anything. But, being informed 
that the Senator from that State was assailed— 
a gentleman who had not the right to be heard in 
this House—l asked permission simply to make 
an explanation. It was denied me. Those who 
made the attack objected. I propose now, so far 
as my colleagues, Messrs. Enauisu and Foxer, 
are concerned, to leave that matter entirely to 
themselves. They are here upon the floor, and 
can, and no doubt will, defend themselves. 

I desire to make an explanation, which will 
show that the whole of this newspaper matter, 
which was lugged in here under pretense of get- 
ting up a committee of investigation, is upon its 
face false and scandalous, because it is founded in 
ignorance of a public statute of this country, which 
every man is bound to know. That statute is'as 
follows: 


‘“* Provided further, That it shall be the duty of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, under such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
to cause to be located, free of any expense, any warrant 
which the holder may transmit to the General Land Office 
for that purpose, in such State and land district as the said 
holder or warrantee may designate, and upon goed farming 
land, so far as the same can be ascertained from the maps, 
plats, and field notes of the surveyor, or from any other in- 
formation in the possession of the jocal office ; and, upon 
the location being made as aforesaid, the Secretary shall 
cause a patent to be transmitted to such warrantee.” 

And the land warrants which are issued by the 
Government show upon their face that they may 
be located here in Washington city, in the office 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
just as well as in the land offices of the different 
States. The Senator from Indiana, in conjunc- 
tion with two members of this House, it appears, 
saw proper to take their money, and the money 
of some of their constituents given to them for 
that purpose, and invest it in land warrants for 
the benefit of themselves and others, and saw 
proper, instead of traveling to the State of lowa, 
or any other State, to locate those land warrants, 
to avail themselves of this public statute of the 
country, and went tothe Land Office here to make 
their locations; and in pursuance of the law, in 
pursuance of its express requirement, the Com- 


missioner of the General Land Office, an appointee 


| entries to be made. 


also from the State of Indiana, caused the land 
That is the whole thing out 
of which this whole matter has been manufac- 
tured. 

Now, sir, the gentleman from New York, who 
proposed to introduce that resolution, was bound 


| to know the law and cannot plead ignorance of 


it, for ‘ignorance of the law excuseth no man;”” 
and I presume, sir, no geutleman of sufficient 


| character in this country to be honored by any 


constituency with a seat upon this floor, would 


'rise in his place here and plead ignorance of a 


public act of the Congress of the United States. 
Out of this matter has been manufactured this 
newspaper attack; and I have offered this resolu- 


tion proposing upon its face action of this House 
| because it was necessary, in order to bring what 


“« 


Will the gentleman allow me « 


I wish to say within therules. I have no objec- 
tion that the resolution shall be referred to a com- 
mittee who shall have power to investigate both 
the charge which is made by the gentleman from 
New York and the charge which is made against 
him. I undertake to say, that when any commit- 
tee is raised and investigates this matter, it will 
_appear in proof that the resolution which the gag- 
tleman from New York proposed to offer to this 
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House yesterday, was concocted by some other || there would have been no objection? Every mem- 


erson or persons maliciously, and was presented 
es for the purpose of giving it importance and 
embodying it in the official proceedings of this 
body; that it was peddled round the House and 
offered to other gentlementhan the gentleman from 
New York, who declined to be made the supple in- 
struments for carrying out the cold-blooded malice 
of whoever it was that originated this thing; and 
that, finally, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Spinner] accepted the task. It will appear fur- 
ther, sir, that notwithstanding the resolution was 
promptly ruled out of order by the Presiding Of- 
ficer of this body, and the scandalous part of it 
reflecting upon my two colleagues upon this floor 
was thus suppressed, the whole resolution was 
immediately telegraphed off to the New York 
newspapers, and will be brought to us by this 
evening's mail. It will appear further—and I un- 
dertake to prove it—that the gentleman from New 
York, after the House had adjourned, stated that 
he did not desire a committee to be raised when 
he introduced the resolution, and that his purpose 
was accomplished. 

If these facts are proved, how will this case 
stand? I say that they are susceptible of proof; 
and how will the case then stand? This is not 
the first time, during this session, when a mem- 
ber of this House, under the pretense of getting 
up an iInvestigation—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must confine 
himself to the matter now before the House. 

Mr. HUGHES. Thatis whatl propose to do. 

Voices on the Republican side of the House. 
“Oh, let him go on!’’ and ‘* There 1s no objec- 
tion on this side !’’ 

Mr. HUGHES. I say that this is not the first 
time, this session, that a gentleman has offered a 
resolution for the action of the House proposing 
an investigation founded upon newspaper slan- 
ders. Now, sir, the resolution upon its face con- 
tains nothing proper for legislative consideration, 
nothing proper for legislative action, nothing 
proper for legislative information. 
and circumstances which I state are proved in 
connection with this matter, the truth is transpa- 
rent that it was a stab at members upon this floor, 
at the Commissioner of the Land Office, and ata 
Senator; and that it was using the proceedings of 
this House for the purpose of giving importance 
and poignancy to that stab. 

Now, the question is, will this House tolerate 
this kind of proceeding? The question is, does 
the dignity of this House demand that if sucha 
ease is brought before it, it shall express its con- 
demnation? I hold, sir, that itis the duty of the 
House to express its disapprobation of this course, 
and its official disapprobation. I hold, sir, that 


sponsible for an act of this sort, is subject to the 
censure of the House, and ought to be censured; 
and much more so where, as in ihis case, as soon 
as the attack is made, technical objections and 
clamor are raised to smother a defense. 

I call the attention of the House, further, to the 
circumstances under which this resolution was 
imposed upon the House. The House having un- 
der consideration a resolution for the purpose of 
permitting night sessions, and considerable diver- 
sity of opinion appearing to exist upon that sub- 
ject, the official report shows that the gentleman 
trom New York put his resolution in in this way: 

“Mr. Spinner. IT think this difficulty can be got along 
with ifthe Honse will allow me to offer a resolution.”’ 

The gentleman from New York then rose in his 
place and stated that which conveyed the idea 
that if the House would hear a resolution which 


he proposed, it would solve this difficulty as to | 


whether the House should have night sessions or 
not. ‘This, sir, | will not characterize. I will not 
say whatit was, or what sort of treatment of the 
House it was. | leave each member of the House 
to his own judgment upon that subject. To this 
appeal of the gentleman from New York, the 
Speaker responded as follows: 

“The gentleman from New York asks unanimous con- 


sent to offer & resolution. 
Chair hears no objection.”” 


I submit to you, Mr. Speaker, and to the mem- 


of that resolution had been declared, and it had 
been made known that it was another attempt to 
put upon this House the irresponsible and infa- 
mous attacks of newspapers upon public men, 


Is there any objection? The | 


ber upon this floor knows that there would have 
been objection. But under the pretense that the 
gentleman was about to offer something that was 
calculated to relieve the House from the embar- 
rassment in which they then were, growing out 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, — 


of the diversity of opinion upon the question | 


whether or not they should have night sessions, 


this covert attack upon a member of a coérdinate | 


branch of this Congress, who has no right to be 
heard upon this floor, upon a public functionary 
who has no right to be heard upon this floor, and 
upon two members of this House, was in part 


placed upon the record, and failing to place it all | 
there, the telegraph was invoked to do the rest. | 


Does the dignity of this House demand that such 
a course as this should be rebuked, or is this 
House to be made the conduit, the sewer through 
which to reproduce the mendaz infamia of adebased 
and prostituted press? 

Sir, I say that in presenting this resolution to 
the House, | have done no more than what was 
due, not alone to the character of the individuals 
assailed, but to the dignity and character of the 
House itself. If, in the judgment of the House, 
the facts are not sufficiently set forth in the res- 
olution; if, in the judgment of the members, 
witnesses ought to be summoned and examined, 
and the allegations of the member from New 


, York sifted to the bottom before any censure is 


| cast upon him, so be it. 


I have no objection to 
that course. ] 
tion being referred to a committee, with power to 
examine into the charges made by the member 


from New York, and intothe charge which I now | 
make against him; and that the whole truth of the | 


matter be reported to the House, to be followed 
by such action as the House may deem proper. 
It has been suggested to me,and I have seen it 


| in the newspapers, that the point of this accusa- 


If the facts || 


tion was favoritism in the Land Office. Well, sir, 
waiving the question whether it is a proper charge 
for this House to occupy itself about, I inquire 
if the member from New York has any knowl- 


| edge of any favoritism, or can vouch for the truth 


| of the insinuation? 


| three newspaper paragraphs. 


Why, sir, upon the face of 
his resolution he presents his authority—two or 
If this House will 
resolve itself into a tribunal to try one charge of 


| that character, then it ought to open the door to 


| 


all such charges, and try them all. And how much 
else would the House do if it should sit here from 
year to year without adjournment. That is not 
a sufficient ground for such acharge, and I think 
the House will so regard it. 

I propose to show affirmatively, by proof, that 
the gentleman from New York declared that he 


' did not want a committee, but had accomplished 
any member of this body who makes himself re- || 


his purpose. The House can from that infer 
whether any honest zeal for the correction of 
abuses actuated the introduction of that resolu- 
tion, or whether it was introduced for another 
purpose. 

I do not know that I ought to detain the House 
further. I have no personal connection with the 
matter in any form whatever. The Commissioner 


| of the General Land Office is a citizen of my own 


| above reproach. 


j 


sir, | recognize the right of no set of men to sit | 


: in their seats, and by clamor put me down. 
bers of this House, whether, if the true character || 


State, and is a gentleman above suspicion and 
The Senator alluded to is my 
personal and political friend, whose character is 
beyond the reach of such attacks. My colleagues 
upon this floor can take care of themselves. Had 
I been permitted yesterday to state the substance 
of what I now state, and to have appealed to the 
justice and magnanimity of the gentleman from 
New York himself,it was all that I desired todo. 


| But, sir, | was prevented, and how prevented? 


Why, sir, when the fact is taken into considera- 
tion, the hot haste to send off this scandalous re- 
pert on the wings of the lightning, while all ex- 
planation was to be stifled by irregular and dis- 
orderly clamor, it adds another and darker shade 
to the whole proceeding. 

I do not profess to have much skill in parlia- 
mentary rules, and I am very well aware that | 
am liable to be frequently out of order, and am 
willing to be set right in the proper way. But, 


am _¢alled to order it must be done in accordance 


| with the rules which they profess to vindicate. 
Will the gentleman allow | 


Mr. CLINGMAN. . 
me to complete a sentence, which, as left, might 
seem to do injustice to the Committee of Ways 


I have no objection to this resolu- | 


Ifl) 


| 
| 








| 





| duced that result. 
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and Means? I did not mean to say that th 
mittee of Ways and Means technically objected 
to the other committees of the House reporting. 
but that the course taken by that committee pro. 
I am willing that they shalj 

report, but I desire that it shall be done ‘jp the 
regular order of business in the mornin e 
when the committees are called for reports, and | 
hope they may have an opportunity to report in 
that manner before long. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Mr. Speaker—_ 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call the gegtleman from 
Pennsylvania to order. My colleague from th» 
Western Reserve district was not, the other , 
allowed to make an explanation. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I desire to maka 


1¢ Com. 


g hour, 


lay, 


| a statement in reply to the gentleman from North 
| Carolina. 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I hope the Chair 
will not permit remarks to be made upon the Com. 
mittee of Ways and Means, when there ig to he 
no opportunity of replying. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pep. 
sylvania must protect his own rights in that p. 
spect. Whenever a question of order is raised 
the Chair will enforce it. : 

Mr.J.GLANCYJONES. All IT wished to say 
was, that the Committee of Ways and Means had 
occupied but a small portion of the time of the 
House, the time being nearly all taken up by the 
debate on Kansas, when their bills were under 


consideration in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


Mr. HUGHES. I will say, in conclusion, that 


| | have presented this matter to the House as | up- 
| derstand it, and as I sincerely believe it is capa- 


ble of being proved. I donot know all about this 
resolution which the gentleman from New York, 
who introduced the resolution, knows. Itis very 
possible that, upon a full examination, it migit 
ave a different appearance. I have offered this 
resolution. I would have preferred to offer a res- 
olution proposing to raise a committee to inquire 
into this whole matter; but, under the rules, | 
could not get in such a resolution, and | have 
therefore submitted this resolution to the House. 
1 will make no motion to refer it, but I will very 
cheerfully concur if it be the pleasure of the 
House to dispose of it in that way; or, having 
accomplished all [ desired in submitting these re- 


| marks, will be content to have the House make 


any Other disposition of the matter. 
Mr. ENGLISH obtained the floor. 
Mr.GIDDINGS. I rise to a question of order. 
Is it not in order, at this stage of the proceed- 


| ings, to demand, under the fifth rule, whether the 


Heuse will consider the resolution at this time’ 

Mr. ENGLISH. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Ohio that it is due to me, under the circum- 
stances, that I shall be allowed a few moments. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I will say to the gentleman 
from Indiana, with all possible kindness, that | 
have no idea to cut him off from being heard. The 
House, I have no doubt, will hear them. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Spinner] also 
desires to be heard. I presume that the House 
will hear both gentlemen. I am willing to hear 
them, for one. But my object now is to propound 
an inquiry to the Chair. Is it not proper, at this 
time, that the House shall be asked whether or 
not it will consider this question ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that, if the fifth rule be applicable, the time for its 
enforcement was when the resolution was read 
from the Clerk’s table. ‘ 

Mr. GIDDINGS. As the gentleman from 
Indiana had the floor, I did not care to interrupt 
him. I wished, before making the point, that he 
should conclude his explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Olio 


| had the right to interrupt the gentleman from Io- 


diana. The attention of the Chair was not called 
to the rule before. When a motion or proposition 
is made, the question, ** Shall the House now con- 
sider it?’’ is not put unless it is demanded by some 
member, or deemed necessary by the Speaker. 
Without expressing any opinion as to whether 
the rule is applicable or not, the Chair thinks that 
the application of the gentleman from Ohio comes 
too late when the House has permitted debate on 
the pending proposition. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 1 know that, in the other 
House, the party making a proposition has beet 
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raised ] know, too, that here the question of 


reception has been raised after the member pre- | 
t 


a proposition has been heard in explana- 
tion of it. Lam not prepared to say but that the 
Sneaker 18 right. I think, however, that a mem- 
per has the right to raise the yay when the 
member making a@ proposition has explained the 
reason for its presentation. Sut Lam willing that 
this question shall be decided at this time. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I have been 
for five years a member of this House; and I can 
appeal to the record to bear me out in the asser- 
tion that, in all that time, I never have uttered a 


senting 


} 


sentence reflecting upon the personal character of | 


any of my associates upon this floor; and never | 


before have I had any occasion to notice or to 
refer to any charges of a personal character against 
myself; nor do i : 

now than to make a plain, unvarnis 
of the facts in this case. 


I begin by premising that I know of nothing in 


ed statement 


deem it nenety to say more | 


jaw or morals which would make it improper, in | 


any sense of the word, for a member of Congress 
to purchase the lands of the United States. I pre- 
sume that that is a position which will not be 


called in question by any human being at all fa- || 


miliar with the laws of this land and the practice 
of the Land Office. 1 presume that the majority of 
the members of Congress have, at one time or 


with money or warrants. The only question, then, 
is, as to Whether there was an impropriety in en- 
tering the land, in the present case, in the manner 
alluded to in the extracts from newspapers, which 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Spinner] has 
thought proper to introduce here? The statute is 
very explicit on this subject, and it is one which 
has been in existence for twelve years, and known 
to all men familiar with the laws of Congress. It 
is as follows: 

“That it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, under such regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, to cause to be lo- 
cated, free of any expense, any warrant which the holder 
may transmit to the General Land Office for that purpose, 
insuch State and land district as the said holder or war- 
rantee may designate, and upon good farming land, so far 
asthe same can be ascertained from the maps, plats, and 
field-notes of the surveyor, or from any other information 
in the possession of the local office, and, upon the location 


being made as aforesaid, the Secretary shall cause a patent || 


to be transmitted to such warrantee.’’ 
Nor is this all. 
land warrants themselves shows the fact that the 


holder of them has the right to locate in any land | 


oflice directly, or through the General Land Office 
in the city of Washington. Here is the language: 
“Nore. You can locate this certificate at any of the 


United States land offices, or it will be located for you by | 


the General Land Office on the return of it, with your re- 
quest to that effect indorsed thereon, specifying the State 
and land district in which you wish the location made.”’ 
That is the whole of the case. 
last February, my worthy colleague (Mr. Fo.ey] 


A reference to the face of the | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


. : ; i 
fully heard before the question of reception was 


DsraRTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
WasninoTon, February 19, 1858. 
Sir: The proviso attached to the fourth section of the act 
of Congress granting bounty lands tor military services, 
approved September 28, 1850, makes it “ the duty of the 


| Commissioner of the General Land Office, under such reg 


ulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the [n- 
terior, to cause to be located, free of expense, any warrant 
which the holder may transimit to the General Land Office 


| for that purpose, in such State and land district as the said 


holder or warrantee may designate, on any good farming 
land, so far as the same can be ascertained from the maps, 


| plats, and field-notes of the surveyor, or from any other in- 


formation in possession of the local office.’’ 

Thesecond section of the act of March 22, 1852, ** to make 
land warrants assignable, and for other purposes,’ auther- 
izes the registers and receivers of the land offices thereafter 
to “charge and receive’’ a certain ** compensation or per- 
centage”’ ® e S ' “for their services in 
locating all military bounty land warrants issued since the 
llth of February, 1847.” 

The sixth section of the act of 3d March, 1855, in addi- 
tion to certain acts granting bounty land” for military ser- 
vices, also authorized certain charges on the location of 
warrants issued under that act. 

The proviso in the act of September 28, 1850, hereinbe- 
fore recited, has been modified by these subsequent enact 
ments, and locations cannot be made * free of expense,” 
but are subject to specifie charges to be paid by the locator. 

The act of 22d March, 1852, which extended the bounty 
granted by the act of 1850, to certain cases, in its fourth 
section provides that *‘ all the benetits of the last mentioned 
act, shall be extended to those cases; and the fourth section 
of the act of 3d March, 1855, authorizes the location of the 


| certificates or warrants issued pursuant to that act, accord 


| 


| 


| ing to existing laws regulating the location of bounty land 


| Warrants.’ 


i} 


other, entered or purchased Government land, | 


} 


| 


The rights of the warrantees and assignees of bounty 
land certificates, issued under the acts of 1850, 1852, and 
1855, appear to be on an equality, therefore, so tar as relates 
to the duties to be performed by executive officers, in the 
location of warrants. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office will, there- 


|| fore, receive military bounty land warrants issued since the 


Lith of February, 1847, whenever presented at his office by 
the owner, with the request accompanying them that they 
be located in a specified land district ; and when the Coin- 


| missioner is satisfied that proper steps have been taken by 


| 


the applicant to place the amount of money, legally charge- 
able on effecting the location of the warrant or warrants, 
in the hands of the district officers, he will forward the war- 
rants to the register and receiver of the proper district, to 
be by them located, pursuant to the proviso otf the last sec 
tion of the act of September 28, 1850. 

And as it is manifest that the proviso can only be earried 
out in harmonious conjunction with other enactments reg- 


|| ulating the disposal of the public dands, and the assignment || 
|| and location of bounty land certificates, the warrants pre- 


sented at your office can have only such opportunities of lo- 
cation at the district office, after the arrival of the money 
and warrants there, as the owner could have if personally 
present, and offering said warrants and money, on the day 


that they both first reach the local office in business hours. | 


The act of 28th September, 1850, contemplates that the 
particular tracts to be located in this manner shall be se- 
lected or designated by the local officers of any particular 
district, from the vacant public lands in such district liable 
to be located by the specific warrants sent them from your 
office. And when locations are made by district officers 
in cases of this kind, they will certify, in connection with 
their usual certificate in each case, that the location has 


| been made “ upon good farming land, so far as the same can 





On the 23d of | 


be ascertained from the maps, plats, and field notes of the 
surveyor, or from any other information in the possession 


| of the (said) local office.” 


and myself, for ourselves and certain of our con- || 
stituents who had requested us so to do, depos- | 


ited in the General Land Office here certain land 


warrants, with the request that the same be lo- | 


cated in the State of Iowa, under the public laws 
of the United States and the instructions of the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, which were the same 
in reference to all persons. There was no favor- 
itism about it, in any shape, manner, or form. It 


Whenever, therefore, military land warrants are pre- 
sented to your office for location, you will ** cause thein to 
be located” in accordance with the views above expressed. 

Very respectfully your obedient servant, 

J. THOMPSON, Secretary. 
The Commissioner of the General Land Office. 


I desire to call the particular attention of the 
House to one sentence of these instructions: 
** And as it is manifest that this proviso can only be car- 


ried out in harmonious conjunction with other enactments 


was a legal, bona fide transaction; one made in || 
good faith in every respect whatever, and neither 


illegal, unusual, nor improper. 


Now, sir, for the purpose of making this mat- | 


ter clear beyond all cavil, I will send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read the identical instructions which 


were issued from the Department of the Interior, | 
and under which these land warrants were located, || 


if they are located; of which fact, however, we 
have no official information. Here are the papers, 
and it will be seen from them that no privileges 
were given to us that were not alike extended to 
every other person, high or low: 


Generat Lanp Orrice, @pril 27, 1858. 
Sir: As requested by you this morning, I have the honor 
to inclose a copy of the instructions of the Secretary of the 
Interior to this office, of the 19th February, 1858, under the 
second proviso to the fourth section of the act of 28th Sep- 
tember, 1850, Statutes at Large, volume 9, pages 520-1. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOMAS A. HENDRICKS, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. W. H. Exouisu, House of Representatives. 


regulating the disposal of the public lands, and the assign- 
ment and location of bounty land certificates, the warrants 
presented at your office can have only such opportunities of 
location at the district office, after the arrival of the money 
and warrants there, as the owner could have tf personally 
present, and offering said warrants and money on the day 
that they both first reach the local office in business hours.”’ 

That covers the whole case, and shows there 
was no preference in any shape given to these 
warrants. 

I also want to call the attention of the House 
to another fact. These lands were brought into 
market, and the local land office opened, on the 
23d of February last. The warrants were not 
deposited in the General Land Office here until 
that day, therefore the holders of these warrants 
had no preference. 
compelled to wait fourteen days, the length of 
time required to transmit the warrants from this 
city to the local land office; and in the mean time 
all persons there present had an opportunity to 
choose and select their lands. There was no at- 
tempt to locate the lands here. The warrants 
were simply sent to the local office there, for 
the purpose, under the law, of having the local 
land officers locate them under these instructions, 
and under the statute to which I have referred. 


for what I have done here. 


On the contrary, they were | 
legal. 
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|| Therefore, so far from its being true that the hold- 
ers of these warrants had any advantage, it will 
be seen by all that they did not stand even upon 
an equality with those present, because they had 


no opportunity to get any land until fourteen days 


after the lands were opened for location to every- 


body. 


It is well enough, too, to remember that this 
transaction occurred last February, and not re- 


_ cently, as the gentleman’s resolution might lead 


people to suppose. [am strongly inclined to believe 
that the gentleman was prompted by party malice, 
and that the whole object and intention of bringing 
this question ieee was to create an impression 
upon the country that my course upon the Kan- 


| sas question was influenced by some favoritism 
| in this transaction; and I desire to say most em- 

phatically, that if the gentleman from 
_ or any other gentleman, inside or outside of this 


ew York, 


House, makes that charge, or insinuates that my 
course in relation to the Kansas question has been 


| influenced by any other than worthy, proper, and 


patriotic motives, I denounce him, and send him 
forth branded as a liar,a poltroon, anda coward. 


| [Cries of ** Good !”’ ** Good !”’ 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 


| rolled Bills, here reported as truly enrolled an act 


for the relief of Duncan Robertson; when the 


| Speaker signed the same. 


Mr. SPINNER. Ihave no excuses to make 
1 am responsible for 
it. 1 merely wish to repel the charge made by 
the gentleman from Indiana who first spoke, [Mr. 
Huaeues,] that I obtained the floor to offer my 
resolution surreptitiously. So far as that is con- 
cerned, sir, most certainly every gentleman upon 
this side of the House will bear me witness that 
the only motive they had for remaining here, and 
preventing an adjournment at that time, was be- 
cause they desired to have the resolution intro- 
duced before the House adjourned. And with 
that view I made the remark that if gentlemen 


| desired to adjourn oe could effect it by receiving 


the resolution which | proposed to introduce. 
The gentleman from Indiana made another 


charge, if I understood him correctly, and that 
| was, that | had said that I did not desire a commit- 


tee of investigation. That charge is false. The 


_ gentleman may have been so informed, but it is ut- 


terly untrue,and I defy the gentleman to prove it. 
Mr. HUGHES. All | have to say on that sub- 


| ject is, that I am prepared to prove it conclusively 


if there be an investigation, 

Mr. SPINNER. I hope the House will take 
a vote upon the question immediately. I was 
anxious that it should be dove when the gentle- 
man from Indiana took his seat. If my course 
here, with a view of ascertaining whether a pub- 
lic officer has any right to give members of this 
House, or of the other House, privileges beyond 
the common citizens ofthe United States,is wrong, 


| lam willing to be censured for it. 


I merely wished to repel those twocharges. I 


| did desire a committee of investigation, for I de- 
| sired to know the truth of the charges. 
resolution embraced slips cut from a Republican 


We 
The 


and a Democratic paper—the one making acharge 
against a Senator, and the other defending the 


| Senator, because that persons who voted against 


the Lecompton bill were equally implicated. It 
did not deny the fact, but made thatdefense. My 


| object was to ascertain whether an officer of the 


Land Office had the rightto doas he had done. I 


| did say afterwards, that perhaps my object had 
| been attained, and that [ cared little what disposi - 


tion the House made of it. 
Mr. FOLEY. Were you not satisfied, before 
you offered the resolution, that this transaction 


| was perfectly legal and according to usage? 


Mr. SPINNER. 
wrong. 

Mr. FOLEY. 
was legal? 


Mr. SPINNER. 


No, sir. I thought it was 


Were you not satisfied that it 


I was not aware that it was 
I thought it was wrong. 

Mr. FOLEY. You insinuated a slander. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would inquire of the Chair 


| if it is too late to raise the question whether this 


is a question of privilege or not? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decided this to be 


| a question of privilege. Of course any gentleman 
| taking exception to the ruling of the Chair had the 
|| right to take an appeal from the decision. 
| Chair did not, in so ruling, attempt to rule upon 
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the question of facts set out in the preamble. The | 


Chair simply discovered from the reading of the 
resolution that it contained a proposition to cen- 
sure a member of the House. hat the Chair 
considered to be a question of privilege. Whether 
the alleced facts were true or not, it was not the 
province of the Chair to determine. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I only desired to get the 
precise decision ofthe Chair. My own views are 
that this House has no control over individual 


members of the House im the discharge of their | 


duties, and that this House will not take upon 
itself to deeide that question. I do not consider 
the Speaker as having considered that point at all. 
Will the Chair now propound the question to the 
Hiouse whether they regard it as question of privi- 
lege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already de- 
cided the question; and, if a majority of the 
Hlouse are of opinion that the decision of the 
Chair 18 incorrect, it is perfectly competent for 
the House to overrule the Chair. The Chair 
stated on a former occasion that, whenever a 
question of privilege was raised by any gentleman 
upon the floor, and the Chair had doubts as to 
whether or not it was a question of privilege, the 
Chair thought the safest practice was to refer the 
matter to the House,to take its opinion as to 
whether it was or not. But here the Chair had 
no doubt that the resolution involved a question 
of privilege, because it proposed to censure a mem- 
ber of the House; and so he decided. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish the Speaker to un- 
derstand my point, and that is all I desire. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. If no ap- 


peal is taken, I object to debate as being out of | 


order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is 
stating a question of order. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. He has 
stated his point of order, and the Chair has over- 
ruled it; and, unless an appeal is taken, | object 
to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
rises and intimates that the Chair has miscon- 
ceived the precise point of order which he raised. 
The Chair desires to hear the gentleman from 
Ohio, thinking that he has not misconceived the 
rome, 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. In that 
view of the case, | will not press my point of 
order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, I do not understand the 
Chair to have decided that the House has the right 
or the privilege to censure a member for the dis- 
charge of his duty. 

‘The SPEAKER. That is for the House to 
determine when they come to vote upon the res- 
olution. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Is it too late to raise it as 
a question for the House to determine now, 
whether they will entertain this as a question of 
privilege? That is what I want to get at. Will 
net the Speaker now propound the question to 
the House whether they will take jurisdiction of 
this case? 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair cannot propound 
the interrogatory to the House, the Chair having 
decided that the resolution involves a question of 
privilege in his opinion. As to whether it be a 
question of privilege, there may be no dispute 
about that, and yet the House might conclude 
that the resolution ought not to pass. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The very point that I wish 
to get at is, whether the House will consider the 
resolution on its merits. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairregards that point 
as having been decided when the resolution was 
entertained as a question of privilege. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It is my purpose, Mr. 
Speaker, to move to lay this whole subject on the 
table. Before submitting that motion, however, 
1 will occupy a few moments of the valuable time 
of the House in regard to the question which has 
been so suddenly sprung upon the body. 

It was my misfortune—perhaps a misfortune— 
during the last Congress, when all the important 
business of the country was undisposed of, and 
the appropriation bills in my charge had not been 
acted on, (being chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and anxious to carry them 
through the House,) to make the remark, when 


& proposition was submitted to have a committee | 


of vestigation, based upon something that had 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 


| 
| 
| 
| 
Cobb,] and that I know the charge in the Boston 


appeared in a newspaper, that I did not think it || members of this Stouse, upon any o 
of the House to bring itself || 


becoming the dignit 
down to a level with those who might see fit to 
malign it through the medium of ** manufactured 
rags and oil.’’ I wish to avail myself of this oc- 
casion to say that I alluded then to that class of 
scribblers who are hired to malign those who are 


ution. 

I do not see any propriety in pursuing this mat- 
ter further. Every one must be satisfied, from 
| 
[Mr. Spinner,] that his object was correét; it 
| being to ascertain whether an executive officer of 
this Government could give to Senators and mem- 
bers of this House advantages, in entering lands 
in the far-off West, which the hardy pioneers 
who have gone there could not have. 


official paper of Congress, by John C. Rives, of 
December 7, 1857, containing this charge: 


* Who will not be stricken with horror and shame atthe 
evidences afforded by the following abstract of documents, 
on file in the office of the Register of the Treasury, con- 
nected with a fraudulent accountof William Cullom, Clerk 
of the House of Representatives of the United States 
against the Treasury of the United States, and the collusion 
{mark the words] therein bythe Secretary of the Treasury?” 


Here we have the official paper of Congress, 
| published at the expense of Government, charg- 
| ing directly upon the Secretary of the Treasury 
| a collusion with the late Clerk of the House, to 
| rob and plunder the people. You have organized 
a committee of investigation into the conduct of 
the Clerk, but none into the conduct of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. My opinion, founded as 
as it is upon a long acquaintance with both those 
gentlemen, is that the charge is untrue. 


the Boston semi-weekly Courier, which has just 
been handed to me. I do not know what its pol- 
ities are, but I send it up, and ask that the ex- 
tract which I have marked may be read. 

The Clerk read the extract as follows: 

“ Again, notwithstanding all this, the Republican-Amer- 


degrading circumstances—at least, intoxicated with their 
temporary enjoyment of power—voted the extra allowance 


| setts members, the outrage was committed in an aggravated 
form. This motion was so worded that the clerks might 
claim under it extra pay for services in previous years ; so 
that, in one instance, the allowance reached the sum of 
several thousand dollars. 


able and upright Mr.Whittlesey, of Ohio. He refused to al- 


of the matter and his purpose to resist the payment to the 
extent of his official power and duty. Personal appeals 
| were made to hin by members of the House, in behalf of 
| the allowance, and, if two distinguished leaders of the coa- 





BELL Of Ohio) are not very much belied, they approached 
the Comptroller, not only with urgent solicitations, but with 
dishonorable propositions, to induce him to wink at the al- 
lowance, illegal as it mightbe. His integrity, however, was 
| proof against all such approaches. His decision was con- 
firmed by the Secretary of the Treasury ; and now, as before, 
the attempt is made to defeat the law through the deficiency 
| bill, in wineh it is sought to defrand the Treasury by the 
| pretense that the late Clerk of the House has paid the said 
| extra allowances, under a vote of the House, and that it 
ought to be refunded to him.’? 


Mr. GROW. 

| want to know if the Speaker will rule as he did 
yesterday, that papers cannot be read here which 

reflect upon members of this House ? 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair would state that 


the general rule would hardly be applicable in this | 
case, inasmuch as the gentleman from Ohio him- | 


self asks that the paper be read. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I read these merely as 
| specimens of the attacks which are made in both 


| official and unofficial papers, upon members of | 


| Congress. I will not indulge in language such as 


the gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Hucues] has | 


| just used in regard to them. 


I will simply say 


that I think the publication in the Globe imputat- | 


ing corruption upon the late Clerk, [Mr. Cullom,] 
and the present Secretary of the Treasury, (Mr. 


Courier against the late Speaker and myself are 
without any foundation in fact. c 
if I had before me the files of newspapers which 


I have at home, for an hour or more, quoting from | 


the statement of the gentleman from New York, | 


[ hold in my hand, sir, the Daily Globe, the | 


Again,coming a little farther down, I have here | 


| to their clerks; and upon motion of one of the Massachu- | 


The account was disallowed by | 
the First Comptroller of the Treasury, at that time the vener- | 


low the payment, on the ground that the appropriation was | 
illegal, being a direct and express violation of the joint resolu- | 
tion, and therefore law, of 1854. The Comptroller was beset | 


by interested parties to this gross fraud, and every mode of | 
appliance was resorted to, toinduce him to change his view | 


lition party (Mr. Banks, then Speaker, and Mr. L. D. Camp- | 


I rise to a question of order. I- 


I could go on, | 


OBE. 


| 
| 
j 


in power, and not to those who, through that me- | 
dium, honestly seek to disseminate correctinform- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 





| question of order. 














______ 
ne of which, 


if true, a committee of investigation mioht be 


justified. 
Mr. Speaker, several committees of investi 
tion have been organized during the present a. 
sion of Congress, one of which reported this 
morning. Others will report. ” 
As 2 little incident interesting to myself, in por 
erence to these charges of the press, I will rej, 
to one of the many which have Soe made Oxnines 
me as a member of this House. ve 
At the commencement of the last Congress, this 
House was in a partial state of revdlution, Unable 
to elect a Speaker. Remembering that may 
years ago a high compliment was paid to Massa. 
chusetts by South Carolina io motion of My 
Rhett to place John Quincy Adams in the chair} 
under similar circumstances, I moved a regoly. 
tion giving the temporary honors of the same po- 
sition to a gentleman from South Carolina wit) 
whom I had served for many years, and in whoge 
impartiality and ability to preside I had cong. 
dence. For that act I was denounced throughout 
the entire North by the press of the party with 
whom I had acted. Some of my constituents 
among them my best friends theretofore demanded 
that I should resign, charging that my proposi- 
tion gave satisfactory evidence that I had aban. 
doned my principles, and sold myself out to the 
South. I did not deem these charges 
Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 





I rise toa 
I should like to know what 
the resolution offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
during the election of Speaker in the last Congress 
has to do with the question before the House ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It was merely to show that 
this whole subject, based on newspaper charges 
solely, ought to be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. It is hardly in order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well; I will not dis. 


_ turb the gentleman from North Carolina by refer. 


ence to any of my grievances. 
Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. It is no 


disturbance to the gentleman from North Caro- 


| lina; but I thought it might be to the Speaker. 


ican coalition majority in Congress in 1857, under the same || 





| sing an investigation into t 


| Committee of 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The Speaker is not easily 
disturbed. I could name many instances where 


| committees of investigation have been organized. 


During the present session a committee was or- 
ganized to inquire into the proceedings of the 
ays and Means, and of members 
of the last session in reference to the passage of 
the tariff act. It was founded upon newspaper 
report. I was absent witha sick family, in Ohio, 
at the time it was organized, or I should have then 
submitted some remarks in reference to the pas- 
sage of that tariffact. It is not proper now that! 
should say anything upon that subject. When 
the proper time comes | may, if here, take occa- 
sion to say something. By the many precedents, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sprnver} 
was certainly justified, on yesterday, in propo- 

conduct of an ex- 
ecutive officer whose integrity was involved in 
the publications his proposition embodied. 

The Chair, whether properly or not, I will not 
say, ruled yesterday that the reading of the charges 
was out of order. This morning there seems to 
be a change in the programme and it has been de- 
cided in order to read them. . 

I do not believe that a committee of investiga- 
tion at this stage of the session would produce 
any practical benefit to the country. It may be 
that the result would vindicate the integrity of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, (which 
I have no reason to doubt,) and of the officer of 
the land office at Council Bluffs. But, sir, on the 
other side, the party friends of those officers, do 
not want an investigation. Therefore—— 

Mr. ENGLISH. If I understand the gentle- 
man to say that gentlemen on this side of the 
House do not want an investigation, he is mis- 
taken. I, for one, desire an investigation so as 
to show to the House that the resolution intro- 
duced by the gentleman from New York is slan- 
derous and unfounded. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Very well, then. The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Spinner] is ready 
to meet the responsibility of his motion of re 
terday, and instead of the motion tolay the whole 
subject on the table, I move the previous quesuon 
on the passage of the resolution. 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I appeal to 


the attacks made in-various newspapers against | the gentleman to withdraw the demand for the 
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is question for a moment. 


reviot 
if he wishes. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 


I move to lay the 
hole subject on the table. 


Ww 


jeman to withdraw that motion for a moment. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 
wil] pardon me. I insist upon 7 motion. 

Mr. SPINNER. I hope the House will not 
lay the resolution on the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHAFFEE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the whole subject was laid on the table, 
and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RECESS IN COMMITTEE. 

The SPEAKER stated the business first in 
order to be the demand for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered upon the following resolution: 


t 


Resolved, That during the present week, it shall be in | 
order each day after to-day, for the Committee of the Whole 


totakea recess until seven o’clock, p.m., after which hour 


seneral debate may be indulged in: Provided, That no vote | 


shall be taken at such evening session, except on motions 
that the committee rise, and that the House adjourn. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I withdraw the motion to 
reconsider. 
directly on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It will bring the House to 
a direct vote. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. 
yeas and nays been ordered on the resolution? 

’ The SPEAKER. They have not been. 

Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina. I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 
amend the resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. 
tion having been ordered. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


Is it in order to 


Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I ask the gen-| 


The gentleman | 


I suppose that will bring us to vote | 


Have the | 


THE CONGRESSION 


I will renew it |) 





Mr. SEWARD. I want to zet at the first res- 
| olution which made this bill a special order. I 
want it read, for | deny that that order is extended 
| by the second resolution. 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. I would inquire 
| whether it is not now in order to move to take up 
an appropriation bill ? 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, for 
| the reasons which he has just stated in reply to 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Sewarp. } 
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES. Then the Chair 
rules out my motion? 
Tee CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. SEWARD. 
| resolutions. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


He does. 


Lask for the reading of both 


They are in the office of 


|| the Clerk, and have been sent for. 


|| Mr. J.G@LANCY JONES. 


| 
} 


It is not; the previous ques- | 


I desire to have general con- | 


sent to insert in the resolution a proviso confining | 


debate during the day to the legitimate subject of 
discussion, 
[Cries of ** No!”? **No!”’ all over the Hall. } 
Mr. FLORENCE. 
pose of the resolution it takes effect from to-mor- 
row, and not from to-day. 


jection. 


[f I understand the pur- | 


If so, I have no ob- | 


Mr. EDIE called for tellers on the yeas and | 


nays. 


were not ordered. 


Mr. CRAIGE, of North Carolina, called for | 


tellers on the resolution. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Crates, of 
North Carolina, and Epie were appointed. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported— | 


ayes 110, noes 33. 
So the resolution was adopted. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 


consider the vote by which the resolution was || 


adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I ask leave to introduce a 
bill for reference. 


I make the point 
| of order that it is in order to move to take upean 
| appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is already en- 


will entertain the point of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. The point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Georgia is, that the 


debate upon House bill No. 259, is not now in 
force, it having expired by the terms of its own 
limitation. The Chair overrules the point of 
order, for the reason that the House, by a subse- 
quent resolution, directed that when the House 
should again resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, all debate 
upon this bill should terminate in three hours, and 


|| that the bill should then be read through by sec- 


tions, subject to amendment. 

| Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I desire to appeal 
| from the decision of the Chair upon that point of 
| order. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I supposed the res- 
olution closing debate was in the usual form. The 
usual form is, that all debate shall close at a cer- 
tain specified time after the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union shall again re- 
sume its consideration. This resolution, | now 
| understand, is worded differently. It provides 
| that all debate shall terminate, in committee, in 
three hours after the House shall again resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. Now, sir, notwithstanding the dif- 
ference in the wording, I contend that there is 


\ : || nothing in that resolution which requires this com- 
Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and nays | 


| mittee to take up that bill again. But whenever 
the committee shall take it up, if it is more than 
three hours from the time the House again re- 
solves itself into committee, then general debate 
| 1s closed, and we must go on and vote upon it. 
To have continued it a special order would have 
required, as originally, a two-third vote of the 
House. 

Mr. KEITT. If there be any question about 
| the matter, I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. I believe L took an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Geor- 


‘| gia made a point of order, and proposes to take 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I call for the regular order | 


of business. 


PENSION BILL. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

lhe rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Burnett 
in the chair.) 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the business first 


in order was the consideration of House bill No. | 


29, granting pensions to officers and soldiers who 
served in the war of 1812, and in-the Indian wars 
during that period. 

Mr. SEWARD. I call for the reading of the 
resolution making it a special order. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thelastresolution adopted | 


by the House directed that when the House should 
again resolve itselfinto the Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union on House bill No. 259, 


|| consistent with each other. 


debate should terminate thereon in three hours, | 


and that then the committee should proceed to 
Vote upon amendments. 


an appeal as soon as the resolutions can be re- 
orted. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. Very well, sir; that 
will do. 

Mr. SEWARD. 1 propose to state my point 
oforder. The first resolution passed by the House 
in relation to this bill fixed the 22d, 23d,and 24th 
| days of April, as the days upon which this bill 
should be considered. ‘The second resolution pro- 
posed that when the House again went into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
all debate should be closed upon that bill within 
three hours. What I want the Chair to under- 
stand is this: that there is no conflict between the 


two resolutions; they are precisely like two stat- | 


| utes which €an be harmonized and made perfectly 
Well, now, in all 
| legal contemplation, the last resolution passed 
was intended to present this state of things: that 
if the House went into committee upon either of 
those days—the 22d, 23d, or 24th instant—the 
debate should be closed within three hours there- 
after upon that bill. 

That is the fair, legal, and legitimate construc- 


how they can be tortured so as to allow a special 
order to be transferred and extended indefinitely. 


AL GLOBE. 





tertaining a point of order which is not yet dis- | 
posed of. When that is disposed of, the Chair | 


resolution originally adopted by the House closing | 


tion of those resolutions; and I cannot understand | 


— _enmenenes eee 
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I hold that the resolution closing debate only ap- 
plied to the three days for which the bill was made 
the special order, in case the House went into 
committee on either of those days; and if the Chair 
decides otherwise, I shall appeal from his decision. 

The Clerk then read the resolution making the 
bill a special order, as foilows: 

** Resolved, That bill No. 259, granting pensions to the 
soldiers of the war of 1812, and those engaged in Indian 
wars during that period, be referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and be made a specia! 
order therein for the 22d, 23d, and 24th days of April uext.”’ 


_ Mr. SEWARD. Nowread the resolution clos- 
ing debate, which was adopted on Saturday, April 
¢ ae > % ; d 
24, 1858, one of the deys for which the bill was 
made a special order. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

** Resolve’, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union on bill of the House (No. 259) 
granting pensions to the officers and soldiers of the war with 
Great Britain of 1812, and those engaged in Indian wars 
during that period, shall cease in three hours after the House 
shall again resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and the committee shall then pro- 
ceed to vote on such amendments,” &c. 


Mr. SEWARD. The House did not go into 
the Committee of the Whole at all until the special 
order was exhausted, and, therefore, the last res- 
olution necessarily failed in legal contemplation. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. SEWARD. IL appeal from the decision of 
the Chair. It is necessary that this question shall 
be settled correctly. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I cail for tell- 
ers on the appeal. 

‘Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia raises the question of order that the special 
order for this bill has expired, as the original res- 
olution limited it to the 22d, 23d, and 24th days 
of April. The Chair overrules the question of 
order for the reason that the House, by a subse- 
quent resolution, determined that all debate upon 
this bill should terminate in three hours after the 
House should again resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Umon. 
The Chair decides that, under that resolution, the 
first business in order before the committee is the 
consideration of this bill. From this decision the 
gentleman from Georgia appeals. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is the appeal debatable ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Why not? The general de- 
bate has not yet been closed. There are still three 
hours for discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman from Alabama that this is merely a 
question of the priority of business, and the Chair 
thinks that an appeal on such a question is not 
debatable. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire then to ask the Chair 
this question: whether, if the decision of the Chair 
shall be sustained, it will not always be in the 
power of a majority of the House, by passing a 
resolution to close debate, to make any bill a spe- 
cial order; and whether that would not dispense 
with, supersede, and override the rule of the House 
that requires two thirds to make a special order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say to 
the gentleman from Alabama that this resolution 
closing debate was introduced and acted on by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That makes no difference. 
A resolution to close debate upon any bill is priv- 
ileged, and does not require unanimous consent 
or a suspension of the rules. A majority of the 
House can, atany time, arrest debate upon a bill; 
but it takes two thirds to make a special order. 

Mr. SEWARD. I desire to correcta statement 
made by the Chair. The Chair announced that 
there was a subsequent resolution passed, which 
superseded the one making this bill the special 
order for the 22d, 23d, and 24th days of April. 
My point is this; that the resolution closing de- 
bate is cotemporaneous with the first resolution, 
having been passed on the 24th, and therefore, that 
its operation cannot go beyond the special order. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The determination of this 
question will decide whether the House will take 
up a wr important bill at this session of Con- 
gress. ‘The House is now very thin, and I there- 
fore move that the committee rise, so that we can 


| take the question when next we go into commit- 


tee 


| Mr. JACKSON demanded tellers. 
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Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wricurt, of | 


Georgia, and Wasnesurn, of Maine, were ap- 
pointed. 7: 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes twenty, noes not counted. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurred upon the appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, upon which tellers had 
been ordered. 

Messrs. Wricurt, of Georgia, and Wasusurn, 
of Maine, were appointed tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 66, noes 58. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained as 
the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. KEITT. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
whether, under the resolution of the House limit- 
ing debate to three hours, that discussion extends 
beyond the subject of the bill itself, or whether, 
the bill being a special order, discussion is re- 
stricted to the subject-matter ? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the question were 
raised, the Chair would decide that the discussion 
must be confined to the bill under consideration. 
The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Curry] has 
the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. I rise toa ques- 
tion of order. It is different substantially from 
that just decided by the Chair, raised by the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. My point is this: that it 
1s competent for the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union now to take up this bill, an 
appropriation bill, or any other bill that it can 
reach, and that the operation of the resolution 
terminating debate does not operate to make this a 
special order for three hours at the present time. 
I hold that the true and proper construction of the 
resolution is, that whenever the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union has this question 
before it, it shall be then open for discussion for 
three hours, and no more, under the general debate; 
but that it is competent, at the same time, for the 
committee to pass this by, and take upany other 
bill on the Calendar. Otherwise, the Chair will 

erceive that itwould be competent for any mem- 
i of the House, atany time before going into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
to move to terminate debate on any one of the fifty 
bills on the Calendar; and that would operate as 
a special order; so that a majority of the mem- 
bers, instead of two thirds, could, at any time, 
bring the Committee of the Whole onthe state of 
the Union to the discussion and consideration of 
any question on the Calendar. Such | understand 
to have been the almost uniform ruling in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
heretofore. I think I recollect but a single in- 
stance in which the question has been ruled as the 
Chair intimates he shall rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Maine, that whenever the 
question which he suggests comes up, the Chair 
will decide it. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
the question now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot 
make it as a question of order. It will be only 
a question as to whether the committee will lay 
aside this bill and take up some other. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 1 understood 
that that was the motion made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. J. Guancy Jones. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Al- 
abama (Mr. Curry) is entitled to the floor, and 
the gentleman from Maine cannot take it from him 
for the purpose of moving to take up some other 
bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. That is true; 
but | understood that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had made that motion. 

Mr. CURRY. Then I claim the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Maryland. 1 took an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, which came up 
properly in order after the point taken by my 
friend from Georgia. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, at the head of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, moved to take up the appropriation 
bills. The Chair determined that that motion was 
not in order. I took an appeal from that decision; 
and, at the suggestion of the Chair, waited till 
the appeal taken by the gentleman from Georgia 
should be disposed of. I respectfully insist now 
that the motion is in order, and I insist on that 
motion. 


Well, I raise 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Maryland that at the time 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania made his mo- 
tion, he could not have the floor for that purpose 
—and for this reason, that the gentleman from 
Georgia was on the floor on a question of order; 
and the Chair did not receive or entertain the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Hence 
the gentleman from Maryland could not have 
taken an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 


| The gentleman from Alabama is entitled to the 


floor. 

Mr. GARTRELL. If my friend from Kialeninn 
yields me the floor for a moment, I desire to give 
notice to the committee that I shall, at the proper 
time, move to amend the first section of this bill, 
by striking out of lines ten, eleven, and twelve, 


| theefollowing words: 


—‘*the amount of their full pay in said line, according to 
his rank, but not exceeding, in any case, the pay of a cap- 


| tain of infantry’ — 


and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 


| —thesum of ninety-six dollars, to be paid semi-annually. 


| 


Mr. KELLY. I desire to give notice that I 
will offer the following amendment, to come in at 
line nine, section two: 

Provided, That the applicant prove, under such rules and 
regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the In- 


terior, that be is in indigent circumstances, and unable by 
manual labor to procure a subsistence. 


Mr. CURRY. I approach the discussion of 
this subject with some reluctance, and am sensi- 
ble of the difficulty and unpleasantness of the task. 


| To deny a boon of this kind to those who are pa- 


| thetically described as the ** old soldiers,”’ subjects 


: ; : 
| one’s conduct to misconstruction. 


it is very far 


| from my purpose to derogate from the value of the 


1 


_ above the caprices of fortune. 


services of those who fought the ** second war 
of independence.’’ My impulses and feelings 
prompt me to the exercise of the largest liberality 
in their behalf; but impulses and feelings are not 
safe guides for legislation, and must yield to con- 
victions of duty, springing, not from gratitude, 
but from the Constitution, the rights of others, 


and the state of the Treasury. ‘ Pathetic duty,” || 


said Livingston, in discussing this very question, 
‘* was a heresy in politics as in morals.”’ 

It is the rule of all governments to grant pen- 
sions of some sort. In England, the King has been 
regarded as the sole judge of the merit for which 
pensions are to be given. The power was con- 
ceded to him to furnish rewards for public ser- 
vice, to acknowledge or stimulate merit, and to 
raise those who had been serving their country 
It has been sadly 


| abused to sustain a royal household, to feed a host 
| of parasitic dependents, to tempt and corrupt the 


| sions, and secure parliamentary interference. The || 
struggle has been so far successful that all parli- || 


opposition, to buy up placemen, and secure po- | 


litical influence. The nation grew restive under 
these grants of royal favor. 


patronage, to reduce and limit the amount of pen- 


| amentary interference has been an ** interference 


of restraint.’”’ 

Unlike England, in the United States the pen- 
sion system, instead of being restrained, has been 
enlarged. 


| gathers additional power, so every enlargement 


| of our pension list has but increased the demands | 
and augmented the outside pressure. This bill is | 
the most comprehensive of all; the most generous | 


in its recognitions of merit; the most indiscrimi- 
nate and princely in the bestowment of its char- 
ities. 

To provide for the revolutionary soldiers, dif- 
ferent acts of legislation have been passed by Con- 
gress. At an early period, during the war—as 
was stated by the gentleman from New York, 


| (Mr. Fewron,|—pensions, adequate to their sup- 


port during life, or the continuance of their dis- 
ability, were rightly granted to those who lost a 


limb, or were otherwise disabled in the line of 
their duty. Subsequently these laws for the ben- 
efit of the wounded and disabled were enlarged 


andexplained. In 1818, those ** who served in the 


_ war of the Revolution until the end thereof, or for 


the term of nine months, or longer, at any period 
of the war on the continental establishment,’’ and 


**by reason of reduced circumstances in life,”’ 


were in need ** of assistance from the country for 


GLOBE. a 


A severe and pro- | 
tracted struggle has been waged to require min- || 
isterial responsibility for the bestowment of this | 


As the screw, from every revolution, | 
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| support,’’ were provided for. In 1898 Pensions 
| were given, without any qualification as to 
| erty, to all officers and soldiers who served in th, 
|| continental line of the Army to the close of the War 
| Finally, in 1832, the terms were enlarged, and 
pensions were granted to all who served, in a mil. 
"itary capacity, during the war of the Revolutioy 
for a period of not less than six months. Firs;’ 
those disabled in the military and naval seryic, 
| received pensions; then the indigent and necesgg). 
| tous; and lastly, all were embraced. 
| So fervent was the national gratitude, these 
| pension laws, although opposed in part by some 
of the purest and best men of the Union, receiyeg 
|| the popular sanction. It ought not to be forgo. 
| ten, however, that it was repeatedly denied in de. 
| bate that these laws could be claimed as a precs. 
| dent for pensioning soldiers of later wars. It was 
| asserted that no such claim could ever arise; tha 
_ there could, in the nature of things, be no simila, 
| service. It wasa physical, and moral, and polit. 
_ ical impossibility. o this that sagacious states. 
man and incorruptible patriot, Nathaniel Macon 
in 1818, replied, that ‘* it did not require the gift 
of prophecy to foretell that thirty or forty years 
hence as much may be said in favor of the army 
engaged in the second war of independence, as we 
have now heard about the first: though as much 
may not be said about the state of the country 
and of the sufferings of the people, because the 
facts will not warrant it.”’ 
| Sure enough, the prediction in forty years has 
| been verified, and pensions for the soldiers of the 
war of 1812 are now claimed as a matter of right 
| and justice. This bill goes even beyond the laws 
making provision for the soldiers of the Revolu- 
|| tion. As before stated, the most comprehensive 
|| act granting pensions for revolutionary service 
was that of 1832. The rate of pension was grad- 





rop- 








| 
| 





| uated by the length of service and the grade or 
| rank in which it was rendered. Two years’ ser- 
vice entitled the party to the full pay of his rank 
| in the line, not to exceed, however, the pay ofa 
captain. For shorter periods the pension was 
| proportionably less; but no pension was provided 
| for merely being in a battle, or for any length of 
| Service less than six months. A private’s pay 
in the Revolution was $6 66% per month, or $s) 
/perannum. In the war of 1812 it was §8 per 
/ month, or $96 per annum; so that while the high- 
| est pension a private in the Revolution could re- 
ceive for two years’ service was $80 per annum, 
for one year’s service $40 per annum, and for six 
months’ service $20 per annum, this bill gives $96 
per annum for only three months’ service, or for 
even one day’s service, provided the party was 
engaged in battle. There were many persons, 
during the war of 1812, suddengy called into ser- 
vice, as at New Orleans, North Point, Plattsburg, 
and Bladensburg, who were engaged in * active 
battle,’? and who were not in service but a few 
weeks; yet, under this bill, they will be entitled 
to full pensions, while the revolutionary soldier, 
who may have served five months and twenty- 
nine days, and during that period been engaged 
in more than one active battle, would receive 
| nothing. The man who served only three months 
in the war of 1812 will receive, under this bill, 
$16 per annum more than ‘he revolutionary sol- 
dier who served two years; and yet how vast the 
difference between the two struggles ! 

This bill throws all other pension bills in the 
shade, and out-Herods Herod in the magnificence 
of its liberality. In very waitonness of generosity 
and gratitude, it throws aside restrictions, mago!- 
| fies, as 1 have shown, the services of the soldiers 0! 
| 1812 above those of the ‘* times that tried men’s 
souls,”’ and rising above a!l such petty consid- 
erations as length of service, privations endured, 
disabilities incurred, it embraces in its scope ali 
who served for a term ef three months, or were 
engaged in a battle; all, without distinction, the 
invalid confined to his couch ov hebbling on crutch), 
,and the stout and stalwart; the rich, living 10 
wealth and luxury, and the indigent, straitened by 
poverty and a numerous famil7 ; those who served 
five years and those who served three months. ! 
am mistaken. The proposed amendment of my 
friend from Georgia, [Mr. Garrrext,] reminds 
me there is a distinction. The general and colo- 
nel, and major and captain, get their forty dollars 
per month; the lieutenants their thirty dollars; the 
ensigns, their twenty dollars; the surgeons, their 
|| sixty dollars; the sergeants, their eleven dollars, 
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his knapsack, performed the drudgery, fought 
the battles, has his eight dollars per month. It 
matters not if the common soldier has twelve chil- 
dren, and the officer only one child; the private has 
»epury and want, and the officer plenty and ease, 
-.ll this inexorable bill makes the distinction. The 
Duke of Cambridge, recently, with noble candor, 
declared that English prowess and achievements 
in the Crimean war were due to the common sol- 
ier. Without disparaging the gallantry and cour- 
ave of our noble officers, I can truthfully affirm, 
und the experience of the distinguished gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Qurrman] will confirm the 
assertion, that we owe much of our military glory 
and prestige to the rank and file; and there 1s no 
iyst reason, when the Government is dispens- 
ing its gratuities, and bestowing its charities, for 
discriminating offensively and injuriously against 
the common soldier. Itisa fallacy, that the offi- 
cers encounter more dangers, or possess more pa- 
triotism than the privates, or are more concerned 
for their country’s success in time of war. 

The Scriptures commend the wisdom of the 
man, Who, intending to build a tower, sitteth 
down first and counteth the cost to see whether 
he hath sufficient to finish it. So it is well enough 
for us, in advance, to count the cost of this bill 
and ascertain the probable annual expenditures 
under its operation. The estimate, I admit, must 
be somewhat conjectural; but the data are suffi- 
cient to give proximate certainty. I have before 
mea table, carefully prepared at the Pension Of- 
fee, making an estimate of the amount involved 
in this bill. The estimates are based upon a com- 
parison of the force engaged, with the bounty land 
granted under late laws for such service. The 
number of survivors, entitled to claim the bene- 
fits of the proposed pension and the amount ne- 
cessary to be appropriated, are ascertained by 
finding the whole amount of force employed in 
the war of 1812, the pensions necessary for all, 
andthen taking three eighths of thosesums. After 
this liberal deduction, and including the marine 
and navy corps engaged in 1812, the amount in- 
volved in granting pensions under this bill is 
$11,321,730 perannum, One of the strongest ob- 
jections in 1818 to the bill, then under consid- 
eration, providing for the surviving officers and 
soldiers of the Revolution, as conceded by its 
advocates, was the supposed exorbitancy of the 
sum required, amounting to $120,000 per annum. 
By this bill, in characteristic conformity with mod- 
ern progressiveness, without any qualms of con- 
science, $11,000,000—as much as the whole ex- 
penditures of this Government in 1825—are to be 
given away every year. 

This exorbitaht amount, | am aware, is hooted 
at, and considerations of economy are stifled 
by railing at improper expenditures in other 
respects, as if one wrong justified another, and 
by appeals for the soldiers, whose services arc as- 
similated and made superior to the services of the 
revolutionary soldiers. Now, there is no legal ob- 
ligation resting upon us to confer these pensions. 
There was no such Stipulation in the contract be- 
tween the Government and those who served it. 
They become, then, mere gratuities. If claimed 
as a matter of right, the next step will be to adopt 
the policy of Great Britain, which has her mag- 
nificent Chelsea hospitals for the relief and sup- 
port of worn-out and disabled soldiers, and her 
Greenwich hospital, once a royal palace, as an 
asylum for seamen who, by age, wounds, or other 
accidents, become unfit for service. If the prin- 
ciple of this bill be right and defensible, then itis 


perfectly competent for Congress to construct hos- | 


pase and asylums and homes for those who have 
een soldiers and sailors, to feed and clothe and 


shelter them and their wives, and educate their 
children, 


As practical legislators, it behooves us to as- | 


arta » , : i} ." ? 
certain whether the Treasury can support this |) }ion dollars. To test whether these large expend- 


large additional expenditure; and if it cannot, to 
provide the necessary means. Let us examine 
our present financial condition, as exhibited in the 
report of that most faithful and able public officer, 
the Secretary of the Treasury: 


The Secretary of the Treasury estimates the aggregate 

, means for the current fiscal year at. ..... «$75,389,934 00 
Expenditures for same PeTIOd.........6.000+ 74,963,058 41 
Leaving an estimated balance of... SA2QH 875 oD 


or less than half a million dollars m the Treasury on Ist 
of July, 1858, 


| Private claims to be paid.......... was nes 
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le the private, who shouldered his musket, bore | 


Now, to operate this Government, a surplus is af all times 
needed of........+. obese bidten Bind oo<bs $5,000,000 00 
Appropriations for Sound dues, printing, and 
Army deficiencies, &c., will amount to,. 12,000,000 00 
+» 1,000,000 00 
EUCTORSG GE FATA s 00s cece senccescascsceces 2,000,000 00 
Public expenditures, not estimated for, such 
as court, custom, and light-houses........ 


5,090,000 00 
Falling off of customs below estimates..... 


10,000,000 00 
Making an aggregate of ............ 0000 eees $35,000,000 00 
To meet this, Treasury notes have been au- 

thorized to the amount of...... .. 20,000,000 00 





eee e ener 


Leaving unprovided for............. ¢ caspien $15,000,000 00 





These are all moderate estimates, and they do 
not include the expenses of the Oregon war, 


| amounting to four or five millions, the French spo- 


liations, covering not less than five millions, the 
Pacific railroad, variously estimated from ten to 
one hundred millions, and yet this pension bill will 
add eleven millions more, making an actual bona fide 
debt of twenty or twenty-five millions, (besides the 


| public debt of $25,000,000,) for the payment of 


| barely sufficient to defray the current expendi- | 
They will not bear an increase of several 


which no provision is made. No one, surely, 
contemplates the creation of this additional debt 
without preparing to meet it. How is it to be 
done? By loan or by increase of tariff. With 
ordinary prosperity, the present duties will be 


tures. 
millions. The taxes, then, must be increased, if 
loans are not resorted to. On whatarticles? Will 
you abolish the free list, tea, coffee, &c., and put 


| your increased tax on them, and sugar, iron, salt, 
| coarse cotton and woolen goods, the prime neces- 


saries of life, or on luxuries? It is proposed to 
throw these additional burdens onthe Government, 
and common legislative prudence and sagacity de- 
mand that ample and speedy provision should be 
made to meetthem. Burdens are to be imposed, 
taxes are to be increased, retrenchment and econ- 
omy made impossible, and the country should 
know it, and means should at once be placed in 


the hands of the Government to carry out your | 


legislation. I insist thatgentlemen who are press- 
ing so vigorously the passage of this bill should 
accept the consequences of their legislation, and 
take the responsibility of increasing the taxes or 


negotiating a loan. If you give this gratuity, the 
| laboring classes should be advised that they have 


| to pay it. 


To such demands as this and many 
others, in the present financial condition of the 


| Government, as Edmund Burke said in 1780, it 


should be now answered with firmness, ‘‘ the 
public is poor.”’ 

This is a gloomy picture. Unfortunately it is 
a truthful one. ‘Two causes may conspire to place 
the Government in a better condition. First,a 


rapid reaction in trade and commerce by increased 
| general prosperity—swelling the importations and 


| of a disposition to economize. 


increasing the revenues. Secondly, by retrench- 
ment-—lopping off expenditures and resisting the 
pressure for large appropriations. Our legisla- 
tion, thus far, has not furnished much assurance 
Our Government 


| has become disgracefully extravagant, and for it 


| younger Adams. 


all parties are responsible. Under the watch- 
words, ‘* retrenchment and reform,”’ the friends 
of General Jackson carried on the political con- 
test, In 1828, against the administration of the 
Under the same attractive ral- 
lying cry, the Whig party defeated Van Buren, 
and elected General Harrison in 1840. In 1841 
Mr. Calhoun, the wisest and most sagacious 
statesman that this country, so prolific of great 
men, has produced, said, that $17,000,000 were 
sufficient to defray the expenses of this Govern- 
ment, economically administered. Since then new 
territory has been acquired, our frontier has been 
extended, hostile and expensive tribes of Indians 
have been brought within our jurisdiction, and our 


| expenses have necessarily increased, but out of 


all reason—they have run up to nearly eighty mil- 


| itures are proper, and whether the revenue has 
| been judiciously and economically applied, I pro- 
| pose to institute a comparison between 1840 and 


}857; and to those who have not noted carefully 


| our extravagance, the results wiil be astounding. 


The disbursements of the Government for mamy 
ears have been comprised under four general 
heads: the civil list, including foreign intercourse 
and miscellaneous, the military service, the naval 
establishment, and the public debt. The ex- 
penditures under the civil list, excluding foreign 
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intercourse and miscellaneous, have increased 


from $2,736,769 31 in 1840, to $7,207,112 42 in 
1857, showing an increase of one hundred and 
seventy-five per cent. since 1840. The total ex- 
penditures, exclusive of the public debt, have run 
up from $24,139,920 11 in 1840, to $65,032,559 76 
in 1857, showing an increase of about one hun- 
dred and seventy per cent., while the increase of 
the population during the same time has been only 
Sixty-seven per cent. The contingent expenses 
of the two Houses of Congress were, in 1840, 
$384,333 17, and in 1857, $1,364,573 53. For 
printing and stationery for the two Houses were 
paid, in 1840, $115,904 77, and in 1857, $732,687 42. 
The cost of collecting the revenue, which is not 
embraced in the general expenditures, was, in 
1840, $1,513,138 23, and in 1857, $3,161,935 &6. 
The Army expenses were, in 1840, $6,608,770 92, 
and in 1857, $15,434,424 50. The aggregate 
strength of the Army in 1840 was ten thousand 
five hundred and seventy, and in July last, ac- 
cording to the report of the Secretary of War, 
fifteen thousand seven hundred and sixty-four. 
The average cost of each individual, in 1840, was 
$625 93, and in 1857, $979 09, making the present 
cost of each individual in the Army to exceed that 
of 1840 by $353 16. The total expenses of the 
Navy, in 1840, were $6,110,214 11, and in 1857, 
$11,281,038 29. The whole number in marine 
corps and Navy, in 1840, were ten thousand and 
eighty-one, and in 1857, eleven thousand one 
hundred and forty-six. Leaving out the marine 
corps, the cost of each individual in the Navy, in 
1840, was $643 70, and in 1857, $1,112 90. The 
appropriations for public buildings, custom and 
court-houses, post offices, &c., in 1840, were 
$662,168, and in 1857, $4,561,855 41. It is but 
proper to state that the revenue received at many 
of the points where these outlays have been made 
will not, in a dozen years, defray the cost of con- 
struction. These facts show that economy in the 
disbursement of the public money exists only in 
name, and admonish us against opening any other 
sources of expenditure, 

It is an axiom that economy is the life-blood of 
Republics, and that it is robbery to take more 
money from the people than is barely sufficient 
for a wise and economical administration of pub- 
lic affairs. It ought to be engraven in letters of 
light on the walls of this Capitol, that Govern- 
ment has no more money than it obtains from the 
pockets of the people, and that it is a curse to have 
an overflowing Treasury. We are dazzled with 
the idea of a rich and magnificent Government, 
lavishly distributing its millions and attracting by 
its splendor the gaze of the world; butit is an ig- 
nis fatuus, luring but todestroy. We wanta poor 
Government, and the people want light taxes and 
small expenditures. ‘T'o quote from Mr. Calhoun: 

* The purity and duration of our free institutions, looking 
to the vast extent of the country and its great and growing 
population, depend on restricting its revenues and expend 
tures, and thereby its patronage and influence, to the small- 
est amount consistent with the proper discharge of the few 
great duties for which it was insututed.’? 

Having established the inequalities of the bill, 
the utter incapacity of the Government, with its 
present resources, to sustain this additional bur- 
den of eleven miilion dollars annually, and the ne- 
cessity for more rigid economy instead of greater 
extravagance, | propose to advance a step further 
and suggest some general considerations in refer- 
ence to this subject. The report accompanying 
the bill urges its passage ‘‘ as an act to be done 
now to affect the future, constituting @ military pol- 
icy;’’ and speaks of a liberal pension. system as 
‘*almost a necessary consequence, while our mil- 
itary policy continues the same that it has been 
since the foundation of the Government.’’ The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Savage] who has 
special charge of the measure, in hisable speech, 
enforced and elaborated the same view. Nosuch 
stimulus is needed as is suggested in the report, 
and was argued by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, ‘* to secure the love and confidence of our 
people,’’ or to arouse ** their ardor and patriotism 
to meet dangers yet to be encountered.’’ Itisa 
reproach to the valor and patriotism of our people 
to intimate that such sordid considerations control 
them in rallying to their country’s standard in 
times of trial. ‘The history of the country is lu- 
minous of the reverse. Every war in which we 
have been engaged bears honorable testimony of 
the contrary. When the “shrill trump and spirit- 
surring drum and ear-piercing fife’’ are heard in 
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the land, from mountain and vale, from town and 


a 


country, the citizen soldiery flock, not to the | 


royal banner,’ but to the stars and stripes, as 
the “ waves come when navies are stranded.”’ 
I may assume, however, from what we have 
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the Government, to bestow bounties, gratuities, 
and pensions, we rob Peter to pay Paul; we op- 
press a majority to support a few favorites; we 
|| transfer the property of nine men to the tenth 
| man. It was never intended to invest our Gov- 


heard, that the object and pre of the advo- | ernment with an absolute power over the prop- 


cates of this measure are to 


asten the pension sys- || erty of the citizens. Our revolutionary struggle 


tem upon the country, to give it permanence, to || was a successful protest against the English no- 


incorporate it into our political and military or- 
ganism, and establish a precedent which may be 


conclusively pleaded in favor of the aliowance of | 


these bounties to aN soldiers engaged in all sub- 
sequent wars. Whether so intended or not, a 
favorable decision on this bill — 

** will be recorded for a precedent ; 


And many an error by the same example 
Will rush into the State.’’ 


As our regular Army is constantly engaged in 


skirmishes with hostile and predatory Indians, |, 


you cannot stop short of all who are in the ser- | 
vice. Pensions to the revolutionary soldiers can- | 
not be justly used as a plea for this enlargement | 
of the system. The Revolution had a special pre- | 
eminence, lifting it above all other wars; and it is | 
idle to assimilate to it the war of 1812 and cotem- | 
poraneous Indian wars. Half starved, half clad, 
tracking their course with blood, the hardships 
endured, the sacrifices made, the toils and priva- 
tions undergone, by the heroes of 1776, find no 
parallel in later wars. [tis not necessary to insti- | 
tute # comparison as to the courage and gallantry 
of the men in the two wars, or the value of their 
services. Suffice it to say that, in our revolution- 
ary struggle, the Americans were regarded as reb- | 
els and traitors, and not unfrequently treated as | 
such, The Government was unstable, precarious, 
and often inactive. ‘*In journeyings often, in | 
perils by their own countrymen, perils in the city, | 
perils in the wilderness, in weariness and pain- | 
fulness, in watchings often, in hunger and thirst, | 
in cold and nakedness,’’ the revolutionary sol- 
diers fought against the mother country, and re- 
ceived their scant pittance in a depreciated cur- 
rency. Very different was the war of 1812. It 
was a regular war between two independent na- | 
tions, conducted, for the most part, according to 
the recognized rules of modern warfare. The sol- 
dier, when discharged from service, or before, 
received his pay in good money, and one hundred 
and sixty acres of land besides. The soldiers of | 
the war of 18]2 were gallant men; deserve well 
of their country; but wherein do they exceed in 
personal courage, value of services, or hazards of 
war, those engaged in the Seminole war in 1817; | 
the Black Hawk war in 1832; the Florida war from 
1835 to 1842; the Creek disturbances in 1836; 
or the Mexican war in 1846? There can be no 
distinction in principle. There is no talismanic 
superiority in service against British troops or 
the Indians during the war of 1812, over Mexi- 
can troops or the Indians, ata later period than 
I8lS. If one be entitled, so are the others; and | 
the passage of this bill inaugurates a policy which 
cannot be arrested. Vote this gratuity, distribute 
these bounties, and you array and ramify influ- 
ences which, possessed of the precedent and acting | 
on the defensive, will defy and defeat all efforts 
to arrest, or return to economy. The first man | 
who proposed, in Rome, a gratuitous distribution | 
of corn from the public granaries was condemned 
to suffer the punishment of treason. Aftera while 
the pensioners became so numerous that the most 
absolate and despotic emperors feared to interfere 
with their bounties. When Augustus came to 
power, he found three and twenty thousand citi- 
zens of the male sex (for females were excluded ) 
enrolled as recipients of the public dole; and, while 
he confessed that these largesses were working un- 
mitigated evil, he avowed, in later years, that, if 
he withdrew the gratuitous distributions, a suc- 
cessful rival would displace him,and restore them. 
This question is argued as if the Government | 
had unlimited power, and could sequestrate, at | 
will, the property of its citizens. Ido not belong | 
to that school of politicians who invest Congress 
with the omnipotence of the British Parliament, | 
and from the power ‘to lay and collect taxes,’’ 
** to raise and support armies,’’ “to provide and | 
maintain a navy,” claim sovereignty over prop-_ 
erty, and the uncontrolled right to appropriate it, | 
as capri¢e or partiality or hate or benevolence 
may dictate. ‘There is no sovereignty in Con- | 
gress; and when we tax the people beyond what 
is necessary for an economical administration of 


_ tion of sovereignty over private property. Rep- 
resentation is a farce; popular elections are an 
abortion; constitutions are ropes of sand; our 
| Revolution was a failure, if there is sovereign 
power over property in this Government. Clear 
| grants of power, specificenumerations of objects of 
appropriation, reservations of undelegated power, 
were unnecessary if Congress can indulge a ** sov- 
ereign, legislative patronage in favor of local, pri- 


|| vate, or individual interests.’? English kings have 


claimed the right to dispose of public and private 
roperty to favorites, to purchase adherents; but 
have sought in vain for any word of the Con- 
stitution authorizing us to aisles donations, or be- 
| stow benevolence with the money of the people. 

Great Britain has struggled for years to relieve 
herself of the excesses of her pension system, to 
make ministers responsible for the bestowment of 
her gratuities; and we, with the benefit of her ex- 
perience, are gravely proposing to take up and 
adopt her exploded and condemned theories. Her 
experience ought to be an admonition to us; but, 
in the face of it, and without a clear ground of 
constitutional authority, we are copying a had 
example. 

The history of pensions, in other lands, isa 
history of frauds and abuses. Here we have men, 
rioting in luxury, begging to be quartered on the 
Government, and a greedy troop of cormorant 
speculators and claims agents, harpy-like, 

**Contactu omnia feedans immundo,”’ 
getting up instructions from Legislatures, and in- 
citing a clamor for the ** poor soldiers,’? many of 
whom would be fleeced of a large portion of what 
| you propose so munificently to donate. In other 


countries, the system is reprobated; in this, its 


consequences will be most pernicious. 
A class of consumers will be created, interested 


/in sustaining a Government that supports them, | 


who will advocate large expenditures, and ma 
, infuse poisonous opinions in the public iad 
Crowned heads, by pensions, attach families to the 
throne, secure political influence, and enlarge their 
power. Congress, by its douceurs and gratuities, 
may extend the powerand patronage of this Gov- 
ernment, already alarmingly great, and raise up 
a class of ‘* feeders upon legislative patronage,”’ 
who are interested in giving a blind support to 
all its measures, and uninquiringly acquiescing 
in whatever may be done. I repeat, as there is 
no sovereignty in this Government—least of all, 
a sovereign power to take away the property of 
the citizens—and as Congress is but an agent or 
trustee, it cannot exercise powers not delegated, 
nor give bounties and do benevolence at the ex- 
pense of those who created the Government. 
Suppose we concede, for argument’s sake, that 
the power to grant pensions and make gratuities 
and give away the pablic money as caprice or 
kindness prompts, was conferred in the Consti- 
tution: I should then hold that the system was 
unwise and inexpedient. It is bad policy to ac- 
custom men to look to Government for support. 
It is unwise to quarter soldiers or sailors, able- 
bodied and healthy, on the public Treasury. Itis 
destructive of manly independence to rely on ex- 
trinsic means for subsistence. This whole mat- 
ter grows out of a wrong conception of the duty 
and design of a free Government. Instead of hav- 
ing men as stipendiaries, instead of making Gov- 
ernment an almoner of bounty, and converting it 
into-a huge eleemosynary concern to dispense 
charity; instead of making it a sort of second- 
hand Providence, predestinating, regulating, and 
controlling the destiny and pursuits and industr 
of individuals, its duties are few, simple, and well 
defined. In France, Government may be expected 
to furnish employment for the working men; and, 
failing to do that, to supply them with bread and 
wages. But in France, the Republic has lapsed 
into a crushing military despotism. In Rome, 
thé"people may have been fed from public grana- 
ries; but it is recorded of her, that the days of 
her Republic were numbered when the people 
consented to receive corn from the Government 
cribs. Ina free country, the citizen should, toa 














_ very great extent, under wise and just laws be 
_ thrown on his own resources, and not slavish}, 

| rely upon the Government to give him bread and 
| clothes, build his roads and houses, regulate hig 
| appetites, take care of his morals, and educate 
his children. Such a system centralizes the Goy. 
| ernment, enervates, paralyzes, and withdraws 
stimulus to personal effort and activity, reduces 
| 
! 


| 


to dependence, destroys responsibility, debases 
and demoralizes. All such legislation by Con, 
gress, whether in the form of protective tariffs 
fishing bounties, assumption of State debts, build. 
ing roads, giving land to colleges, or furnishinso 
homes under sweeping and unconstitutional home. 
stead laws, is at war with the true theory of a 
Republic, destructive of its integrity, and danger. 
ous to popular liberty. , 

The wise and patriotic statesman at the head 
of this Government, in his inaugural and annual 
messages, strongly recommended us to scrutinize 
expenditures with the utmost vigilance, and to 

ractice rigid economy. With an overflowing 
Treasury, this would have been difficult to do, 
With a depleted Treasury, nothing iseasier. The 
Democratic party, responsible in a very great de- 
gree for the administration of public affairs, lib. 
eral in its promises to retrench and reform, owes 
it to its own self-respect, and, in view of the effort 
to reconstruct a new party, to its future success, 
to commence a rigid system of economy and re- 
' trenchment; to lop off all expenses not necessary 
for the defense of the country and the frugal ad- 
ministration of the Government; and to put an 
end, so far as it can, to waste, extravagance and 
fraud. 

I am aware that it has been said that there is a 
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natural tendency to extravagance in Republics; 
that a resort to direct taxation is the only cure for 
this chronic malady; and I believe, with Sir Rob- 
ert Peel, that ‘all indirect taxation has a natural 
tendency to produce injustice;”’ yet, with proper 
efforts, with a cordial co6peration between the ex- 
ecutive and legislative departments, this Govern- 
ment can be brought back to republican simplicity 
andeconomy. Anearnest of our purpose will be 
given, and a great advance will be made in defeat- 
ing this and similar bills, and rebuking this dispo- 
sition to look to Government for the dispensation 
| of its favors. . 
| I do not desire, Mr. Chairman, to be under- 
| stood as questioning, in the slightest degree, the 
laws providing for those who have been disabled 
| in the service of their country. I think them emi- 
nently wise and proper. I have greatly failed, 
also, of my purpose, if anything that I have said 
can be construed into a disparagement of those 
brave and true men who, at their country’s call, 
left home and kindred, and periled everything in 
her behalf. For their self-sacrificing patriotism, 
their heroic daring, their gallantry and courage, l 
would renderall proper honor and reward. Many 
of them are my neighbors; scores of them I rep- 
resent on this floor. The county of my residence 
| bears the name of, and its shire town is located on, 
_ one of the memorable battle-fields of the bloody 
Indian war. 1 can have no motive for doing in- 
| justice to or underrating the services of our coun- 
'try’s defenders. Sinister considerations might 
| prompt me to the advocacy and support of this 
Pat: but those who have encountered hardships 
/and shed their blood for their country’s honor, 
would scorna gratuity tainted with injustice, and 
obtained by overriding the Constitution and bank- 
rupting the Treasury. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, in 
the few remarks which I propose to make on the 
present occasion, if I can get the attention of the 
committee, | propose to refute some of the posi- 
tions taken by the gentleman from Alabama who 
has just taken his seat, [Mr. Curry.] I propose 
to eae if I can, that these pensions to the old 
| soldiers of the war of 1812, should not be denied 
on account of the cost to the Government which 
it may involve and that the effect which the sys- 
/tem may have had in Great Britain cannot be 
urged as an objection against the system which 
this bill proposes to establish. Sir, there Is & 

reat difference between the Government of Great 
Britain and our Government. That is a govern- 


ment of a crown, ours isa government of the peo- 
ple. They have a standing mercenary army. Our 
Government is upheld by the voice of the people. 
Our battles are fought and our victories won b 

the citizen soldiery; they stand far above the sol- 
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jiers of the arm of Great Britain, and are not | 
wo be judged by the same rule. 5 

Nor can the Constitution be invoked to prohibit 
this Congress from granting money to pa the 
soldiers. Itis proposed to be given as an evidence 
ofthe appreciation. of the country for their ser- 
yices, and as an incentive to chivalric and gen- 
erous patriotism upon the part of the people of 
the country. io Vig 

The first proposition is, has the country the 
means or capacity to pay the pensions which this 
pill proposes to pay? It has been said by the 
eeptieman from Alabama [Mr. Curry] that our 
expenses have already run up enormously. He 
jas given us a frightful picture of the extrava- 
cance of the Government—that the Treasury is , 
well nigh bankrupt, while the appropriations 
are enormous; that they have increased from 
613,000,000, under the Adams administration, to 
now nearly eighty million dollars per annum. 
The picture painted by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama is, 1 am sorry to say, lamentably true. 

The gentleman from Alabama has informed 
us that this Government may be administered, if 


economy and prudence are practiced, for anex- || 


pense not exceeding thirty million dollars per an- 
num. | suppose that may be true. I presume my 
friend from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] would say 
that that is too much. J should say about fifty 
million dollars a year would be all-sufficient. 

Well, sir, if we take the advice of the gentle- 
man from Alabama, and reduce the expenses 
of the Government to a reasonable standard, we 
shall have abundant means on hand to pay the 
aggregate amount which this bill proposes to give | 
to these meritorious men. The expense of print- 
ing, the large increase of the contingent fund, the 
expenses of the Army, and the expenses of every 

Jepartment of the Government can, and ought to | 
be, reduced, and but a small portion of the reduc- | 
tion which ought to take place would furnish the 
means to meet the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who opened the 
debate upon this bill sod it upon two grounds. 
it is the policy of this Government to look upon 
ts citizens as the palladium of its liberties. The 
citizens of the country form the army of the coun- 
try. Our service is a volunteer service. Itisa 
service voluntarily bestowed upon the country to 
protect it from foreign aggression or from intestine 
commotion. We do notlook upon our citizens as 
serving for mere gain, as pressed into the service 
by draft to support the Government for mercenary 
motives. On the contrary—if the Government is to 
continue—we look upon our citizen soldiers as 
those on whom we can rely in the hour of difficulty | 
and peril, because of their gallantry, and of their 
loveof country. So long as the liberties of the 
country rest upon them, they rest upon e firm 
basis. But because the citizen soldier does not act | 
from mercenary motives, does it follow that when | 
he has served his country faithfully, when he has 
saved it from aggresssion, after he has conquered | 
the foreign foe, after he has protected the peace 
of the country from insurrection, that we should | 
give him no evidence in his declining years that 
the country appreciates his services, and appre- 
ciates his valor displayed upon the battle-field ? 

[tis upon that ground that this bill is based. | 
Mr. Chairman, the war of 1812 has been called | 
the second war of independence. And why was 
itso called? Why has it been so denominated? | 
lt was because it was a war waged against Great | 
Britain, in order to protect the sovereignty of this 
country. It was a war waged against Great Brit- 
ain to maintain the rights of this country; to rec- | 
ognize the right of foreigners to expatriate them- 


selves, and to transfer their allegiance to our flag. | 


Great Britain denied the right of any person to 
transfer his allegiance from that crown to this 
country. That was the cause of the war. Great 
Britain denied our sovereignty and our independ- 
ence, and formed an alliance against us with the 
Indian savages of our northwestern and western 
borders. These gallant mén had to contend against 
such foes. They had to meet the British soldier 
and the Indian savage. And for their services, 
What was the pay then given to them? For ail 
their toils, their sufferings, their valor, the pay 


of the private soldier was eight dollars per month. | 


as that any compensation to these men? 

Are there any here from Kentucky who remem- 
ber the commencement of the war of 1812? If 
“iere are, they will remember how eagerly the 
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volunteers rushed to the standard of the United | 
States. They will remember the surrender of | 
Hull and the disasters which befell our arms. |! 
They can recall the partings of brothers and sis- 








ters, and wives and husbands, and fathers and 
mothers and sons. Did those fathers, sons, and 
brothers go for the pay of eight dollars a month; | 
or did they go to wipe out, in the blood of the 
foe, the disgrace of Hull's surrender and other 
defeats? They were moved by patriotic motives, 
and by none other. They went tothe war; and, 
fighting bravely against British soldier and In- 
dian savage, they conquered an honorable peace. |} 
Not only did they secure an honorable peace, but | 
| they secured the territory out of which have been | 
carved some of the northwestern States, which | 
| have now Representatives upon this floor and in 
| the other House. They humbled the haughty || 
| arrogance of British power, and drove back the 
| Savages from our northwestern and western fron- 
| tiers. Since then millions have flowed into the 
United States Treasury from the sales of the 
lands which they recovered from the grasp of the 
savage. This was done by the citizen soldiery 
who now come with their petitions asking that 
Congress shall soothe their declining years by 
affording them the pittance of a pension pro- 
| vided by this bill in addition to the pittance of 
their monthly pay given them at the time of the | 
war—praying to the Representatives of the peo- 
ple that they shall not be allowed to suffer from || 
penury and want in the midst of the wealth and || 
yrosperity of that country for which they fought. 
Shall their prayer be rejected? They are few in 
number; but, few or many, they deserve this ac- 
knowledgment at our hands. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been stated here to-day 
that the estimates of the number of bounty land | 
warrants given is a true ground to ascertain the | 
number of pensioners under this bill. I deny || 
that itis. Every gentleman who will reflect for 
a moment will see that it is adelusive basis for 
an estimate. Bounty land warrants were given 
to those who had been mustered into service; |} 
those who had been in service only for fourteen 
days. In my own State of Missouri I know of 
at least three thousand citizens who have received || 
bounty land warrants, yet who would not receive 
| @ pension under this bill. In the Indian cam- | 
paigns, in the Indian scouts, as they are termed 
in the West, citizens gather together hastily for || 
mutual protection, serve for a short time, and re- || 
turn to their fields. Nobody supposes that these | 
will receive any pension under this bill. They | 
certainly are not provided for. Those who served 
in the Black Hawk war, in the Florida war, in 
| the Mexican war, and in the Seminole war, are 

proposed to be included; but they are attempted 
| to be embraced in the bill by those who wish to 
| erabarrass its passage. 

Mr. COBB. I would like the gentleman te state 
the authority upen which he makes the statement 
that those amendments are offered to embarrass 
the bill? I myself have suggested amendments 
for those who were in the Florida war. I propose | 
to include those who served in the Mexican war, | 
as I had forgotten to include them in the amend- 
| ment of which I have already given notice. I 
offered that amendment, and intend to sustain it. | 
Now, upon what does the gentleman found his 
opinion that these amendments are proposed in 
order to embarrass the bill? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. I was not aware 
the gentleman moved the amendment to which he 
refers. I will give him my reasons for making 
the statement which I have made. before an- 
swering him, I will ask him a question. Will 
the gentleman vote for the bill? 

Mr. COBB. I will, if it be amented and put 
| in proper form. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. If the soldiers of 
|| the Mexican war and the Seminole war be pro- 
|| vided for in the bill, will the gentleman vote for it? 
|| Mr. COBB. Ifit be otherwise properly amended 


I will. 

f Mr. ELLIOTT. The youngest of the soldiers 
of the war of 1812 must be sixty years of age, 
and I do not see what analogy can be shown be- 
tween the soldiers of the war of 1812 and those 
of the Mexican war, by arguing that the soldiers 
of the Mexican war should also be pensioned. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missour:. I will answer the 

\| gentleman from Alabama. He asks me by what 

‘right 1 made the statement that the amendments 
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to this bill are proposed to embarrass its passage ? 
[ made that statement first, for the reason that 
those who offer them are opponents of this meas- 
ure. 

Mr. COBB. I would like to knew how the gen- 
tleman knows that? 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. My next reason 
is, that those who will claim under these amend- 
ments are not entitled to the consideration that 
those are who are providedtfor by the bill; and 
no sensible man, regardful of the Treasury of the 
country, would commit such a waste of publia 
money as to give pensions to the former. There- 
fore it is that | say that those who introduced 
such a proposition have no other purpose than to 
embarrass the bill. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will give me five 
minutes [ will explain. 

Mr. SAVAGE. [I rise to a question of order. 














| I contend that the gentleman from Missouri shall 
| not be interrupted. 


Mr. COBB. Iam dealing with the gentleman 


| from Missouri, and not with the gentleman from 


Tennessee. 
Mr. KELLY. I object to this interruption. 
Mr. CLARK, of Missouri, I was proceeding, 


| when interrupted, to show that the conclusion of 
| the Pension Office, from the number of land war- 


rants issued, was no guide to the number of pen- 


| sioners under this bill, for the reason, as I stated 


before, that the law authorizing the issue of bounty 
land warrants included all who had been in the 


| service as long as fourteen days, whether they 


had been in battle or not. This bill includes none 


| except those who have served three months, or 


who had been in actual battle. The war with 


| Mexico, the Seminole war, the Florida war, and 


all the Indian wars, down to the passage of this 
bill, are included in former pension laws. The 
present bill only includes such as served in the 


| war of 1812, and in Indian wars during that pe- 
| riod. How long is it since then? Forty-five years 


have elapsed since that war ended. How many 
of the gallant soldiers of the war of 1812, engaged 


| either against the British or against the Indians, 


are now living? 

The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr.Savaae,} 
the mover of this proposition, gave to the com- 
mittee the other day a calculation based upon such 
facts as could be ascertained, showing that in all 
probability there cannot at this day be living more 
than seventeen thousand old soldiers who would 
be entitled to the benefits of this act. 

Mr.CURRY. Iwish tocorrect the gentleman, 
The estimates made as to the amount of pensions 


| involved in this bill, drawn from the number of 


land warrants issued, did not apply to any land 
warrants issued except for service in the war of 


| 1812. 


Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. 1 was saying that 
the gentleman’s estimate shows that the number 
of soldiers living could not exceed seventeen thou- 
sand. What may be the number of widows who 
would be entitled to the benefits of this act, we 
cannot state; but | suppose that one half of the 
| number I have mentioned would be a liberal cal- 
culation, On this basis, then, it is easy to cal- 
culate what amount of money will be necessary 
| to execute this law. Sir, it is but a mere pit- 
/tance. It is but a little more than is expended by 
| this House for the printing. It is not as much 
| as is expended for your line of ocean steamers, 

whichis unnecessary for this Government. Pro- 
| vide this pension, and the Government would be 
enhanced in the estimation of the Christian world; 
its character would be preserved, and its policy 
| would be strengthened. 
| [| want to say a word or two in regard to those 
| who have been engaged in Indian wars. All who 
| are familiar with the history of the country know 
that in 18]2 all our western frontier, including 
| Indiana, Illinois, Missouri and Arkansas, was 
| subject to Indian depredations, Our country 
was surrounded, from Tippecanoe westward and 
northward, with bands of savage foes, aided and 
supported by the British Crown, and in alliance 
_with the British authorities. The gallant and 
brave pioneers who settled that portion of our 
country L«d to protect their own settlements by 
their own arms, to a greatextent. ‘They are pro- 
vided for by this bill. In the State of Missouri, 

which I have the honor, in part, to represent, I 
| have constituents, a portion of whom, in 1812, 
| lived contiguous to forts erected by their own 
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hands for their own protection. There are many | magnanimous than the citizen has been; but will | 


among my constituents yet living, who fought 
the battles of their country during that war, who 
had to fight their own battles, and at the same 
time raise their crops for the support of their 
wives and children. Such are the patriotic and 
gallant men who now ask this Government— 
which has grown rich by theirexertions and ser- 
vices; which has filled its Treasury by the sale of 
lands which they then conquered—to do them this 
act of justice, and give them this pittance. Will 
the Government not do it? Are those poor men 
to be turned away? 

Sut gentlemen say this thing is contrary to the 
policy of the Government, and that it is insulting 
the character of American citizens to grant them 
pensions for having fought the battles of their 
country. ‘They say that our citizen soldiers go 
to battle to maintain principles, and to preserve 
their liberty. The argument is unworthy of a 
statesman of this enlightened age, in my judg- 
ment. When you gave pensions to the revolu- 
tionary soldiers did you insuli them? When you 
gave bounty land warrants to those who were 
engaged in the war of 1812—a war in which my 
friend from Alabama was engaged, and got his 
pension—did you insult them ? 

Mr. COBB. Iwas not engaged in that var. 
I was too young. 

Mr. CLARK, of Missouri. When you gave 
bounty land to the soldiers of the war with Mex- 
ico, did you insult them? No man was insulted 
by reason of granting those bounty land warrants, 
and it would be the same in this case. So far from 
its insulting American citizen soldiers, it would 
be considered a hardship should you refuse to 
pass this bill. 

$y enacting this law, granting this pittance to 
the soldiers of the war of 1812, who have survived 
forty-five years, and the youngest of whom are 
now sixty-five or seventy years of age, you place 
a memento, a trophy, in the hands of the citizen 
soldier, which he can show to his children as an 
evidence that his country has given proof of its ap- 
preciation of his valor, of his prowess, and of his 
disposition to maintain the flag of his country 
in the hour of adversity and danger; you will 
strengthen the Government, and strengthen the 
arm of your defense, by giving these marks of 
approbation. to our fellow-ciuzens who have 
marched to their country’s rescue, and fought in 
its defense. Il ask any gentleman here who may 
have drawn a bounty land warrant for military 
services, if he does not prize it more highly than 
he does any land warrant that he may have 
bought? Does not every gentleman know that 
the citizen who has received a land warrant as a 
mark of the appreciation by the Government of 
his services to the country, values it far more 
highly than he does any warrant that he has pur- 
chased? ‘The distinguished gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, | Mr. Marswan,] who commanded a regi- 
ment at the memorable battle of Buena Vista, 
when he received his land warrant, (if he has 
drawn it,) valued it not, lam sure, for the hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land to which it entitled 
him, but as an evidence awarded him by his coun- 
try of his valor, his prowess, and the services he 
rendered that country. And so it is with all our 
ciuzen soldiers. 

Mr. Chairman, I think this bill ought to pass, 
upon several grounds. In the first place, itought 
to pass upon the ground of justice to the soldiers 
who were engaged in the war with Great Britain 
of 1812, and in the Indian wars. Sir, this Gov- 
ernment is indebted to them to the amount which 
this bill provides for paying. ‘This Government 
justly owes them this amount. If you were to 
take into account their labor, their toil, their sac- 
rifices, their losses, all these would, if counted, 
place the Government far more largely in their 
debt than this bill proposes to provide for. 

The bill ought to pass, sir, for the reason that 
these men have grown old, and that few of them 
remain. [It ought to pass, and they should receive 
these pensions because of their valor, and of their 
distinction, and of what they have done for the 
country. They should receive some evidences 
that their services have been appreciated by the 
country, in order to stimulate the rising genera- 
tron of our people by showing them that while 
the citizen soldier is not to be bought and is not 
a mercenary soldier, yet, after he has rendered ser- 
vice to the country, that country will not be less 


give him an evidence of its appreciation of his 


| the brave men who fought its battles rendered the 


_diers of the war with Mexico will perhaps some 


| is the evil thereof.’ 


| war with Great Britain in 1812, and that the dis- 


services that will be far more valuable to him than | 
dollars and cents. 

I have made these remarks, sir, because I re- 
gard this as one of the greatest measures that has 
been introduced into the Congress of the United | 
States since the passage of the bill providing pen- 
sions for the soldiers of the revolutionary war. 
Gentlemen seek to discredit this measure, by say- 
ing that it sets an example under which the sol- 


day ask for pensions. ‘Sufficient unto the day 
If, after the expiration of 
forty-five years, it can be demonstrated that the 


Mexican war was of equal importance with the | 


tinguished men who commanded in that war and 


country as great service as the citizen soldiery 


| 
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tionality, been subjected to harassing seizures 
| searches, and aenpsieee, until unbearable op’ 
| pressions roused our people to resistance; anj 
| then began, in fact, the second war of independ. 
ence. 

Sir, the patriotic statesmen, our noble prede. 
cessors in these legislative halls, impelle bya 
justand proper appreciation of the rights, honor 
and dignity of this nation, determined to resis; 
these European encroachments. A wise and pa. 
triotic President, one of the nobles of the Old Do. 
minion, ‘* the fruitful mother of heroes and states. 
men,”’ sanctioned the resolves. ‘* Free trade anq 
sailors’ rights,’’ was the tocsin sounded through 
the land; while on the boisterous deep, our gal. 
lant tars made true and recognized the aphorism 
of an illustrious champion, ‘* Millions for defense 
not one cent for tribute.’’ Sir, it was in a wer 
| thus caused and prosecuted for these noble objects 
| which was waged alike on sea and land, that the 





did in 1812, 1 would say that you should pension 


| them likewise. 


| ence of the solidity of the new Government our il- 


| other European nations, deemed this Union but 
/a‘* rope of sand,’’ and that, by consequence, the || 


I make these remarks, Mr. Chairman, in order 


| that the ground which I take, the position which 


Il occupy, the reasons which govern me, in sup- 


mittee and by the country. I hope that the bill 


gallant and patriotic men were engaged, for whose 
declining days this bill would make some sma} 
provision. 

Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention of the 
House to this meritorious class to whom, in m 


}ernment. Letus glance hastily at the past. Hear 


porting this bill, may be understood by the com- | judgment, we should extend the bounty of Goy. 


will pass. lam not particular whether or not it 
be passed in the precise shape in which it has 
been introduced; but I hope that some provision 


will be made to pension these soldiers in their | 
declining years, so long as any of them shall sur- | 


vive. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I feel con- | 
strained by every noble and generous impulse of 
my heart—by those patriotic feelings that swell 
my bosom, at the mere mention of the American 
soldiery, to raise my feeble voice in support of 
the bill now under consideration—a bill to pen- | 
sion the surviving soldiers of the war of 1812. | 
Sir, itis an interesting theme—one that appeals | 
most earnestly and eloquently to all the tenderest 
sympathies of our nature. Would I possessed | 
the ability so to present it that it should receive | 
the unanimous support of the members of this | 
House, as I am firmly persuaded its passage will 
be hailed with grateful emotions by a patriotic 
people, who are always willing and ever anxious 
suitably to reward faithful and eminent services. 

But, sir, although | feel myself inadequate to 
the task, | cannot, I dare not, let this opportunity 
pass without contributing my humble mite to an 
object at the same time so noble, so necessary, 
and so pregnant with all that is calculated to 
smooth gently to the tomb the last declining days 
of those who, in their manly youth, bared their 
bosoms to the foeman’s steel, and, amid the din 
and smoke of battle, bore aloft their proud coun- 
try’s flag. 

Sir, of all that serried host who fought the Lat- 


that clarion voice of the immortal Clay in streams 
of burning eloquence, as from the floor of Cop. 
gress he aroused the people to redress the humil. 
lating outrages that had been committed upon the 
rights of our citizens, the honor and dignity of 
our nation, and the glorious flag of our country, 
by expelling a haughty and invading foe. That 
call was responded to with a patriotic ardor and 
enthusiasm that pointed with unerring certainty 
| to the triumphant termination of the fearful and 
| bloody conflict. Behold them at Lundy’s Lane; 
at Plattsburg; at Chippewa; at the Thames; at 
the Moravian Towns. Look upon that noble and 
gallant band of citizen soldiers at Tippecanoe and 
North Point; see what prodigies of valor are ex- 
hibited! How they triumph over the veteran 
troops of the merciless foe, or the savage horde 
who were let loose upon our frontiers! Look, sir, 
| at the last, but most brilliant and glorious engage- 


|| ment of war, when the veteran troops of Welling- 


ton, who, in the wars of the Peninsula and the 
south of France, had triumphed over Soult and 
Davoust and Ney, who had borne well their 
| standard on many a hard-fought field, came to 
try their hands with volunteers and raw troops 
upon our southern border. Sir, while Packenham 
marched his troops—his veterans—to what he and 
they supposed would be an easy victory, under 
the ery of ‘* beauty and booty,’’ see those noble, 
chivalrous sons of Tennessee and Kentucky, and 
of other infant western States, under the lead of 
the immortal Jackson, repel and defeat them. And 
now, Mr. Chairman, has this great country—rich 





tles of our last war with England, either on the 
Atlantic seaboard, or along our frontier, on those 
sea-like lakes, or in the more distant wilderness, | 
where the stealthy savage trod, and his dreaded 
yells were encountered, how few now survive! 


. ° 
l'ime, in its onward sweep, has driven them to || 


the cold embraces of death. The few that now | 
remain, bending beneath the pressing weight of 
years, are lifung their feeble voices, scattered here | 
and there throughout our beloved country, ear- 
nestly invoking us to make some provision for 
them, now far advanced in the evening of life. Do 
they not richly deserve it? Jet us glance fora 
few moments at the prominent circumstances by 
which it is pressed upon our consideration. 

Our revolutionary struggle wrested an empire | 
from the mother country. She never ceased to 
mourn the jewel she had lost. England, haughty 
and imperious England, had no practical expert- 


in power, more rich in promise—no boon at all 
for those who, at the peril of their lives, saved her 
cities from pillage, her daughters from a brutal 
foreign soldiery or an unrelenting savage foe? 
** Tell it not in Gath,’’ publish not this withering 
shame among the nations of the earth, lest they 
declare it is Republics only can be so ungrateful. 
| Sir, many of these men have already passed 
away. They went down to their graves, many 
of them stricken with poverty, emaciated with 
disease, or scarred with wiih acquired in their 
country’s service. Oh how sad their end. Per- 
chance their dying eye, as it grew dim, looked on 
some distant dome or staff, on which floated in 
| heaven’s free breeze, that flag, that glorious flag, 
those ** broad stripes and bright stars’’ to which 
in the perilous fight their patriotic hearts had so 
often turned, in the days of their strength and 
their vigor. It was the same flag still; but alas, 





lustrious fathers had established. She, and indeed 


surest way to sever it, and restore again her cov- | 
eted sway over this fair land, was to agitate, irri- 
tate, trammel, and disturb us. We were an active, 


enterprising people, adapted to commerce, and | 


constantly pressing, with indomitable energy, our 
inquiries into every sea. Butit was claimed, with 
arrogant insolence, * Britannia rules the wave.’’ 
We were obtruding on her nativeelement; ‘‘ She 


_ sat a queen, and would allow no rivalry.” 


The youthful commerce of these States had, 
from the period of the recognition of our na- | 


with what crushing effect did the mournful reflec- 
tion force itself upon them. ** My country has for- 
gotten, has neglected me. Ungrateful country. In 
my age it thinks not of my youth, and I die in pov- 
erty, unhonored by those for whom the strength 
of my manhood was expended.”’ Sir, this is no 


@ fancy sketch; too truly has it been realized by 


many of those noble men who have now passed 
away. They have gone—fought their last battle 
—met their last foe: peace be to their ashes. 

But among us there still lingers upon the crum- 





their compatriots—spared, perhaps, by Heaven's 
| unfailing mercy, to reproach us with our cold neg- 
lect, and to be the means, possibly, of inducing 


bling brink of the grave, here and there, some of 
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ures, ys.eeven in this late day—almost too late—to j atives of a noble, magnanimous, and patriotic 1 they may pass the evening of their days with some 
€ op. awake to a sense of our duty, and show toa self- || constituency, or your lingering munificence will | degree of comfort. 
> and ‘ch, heartless world, that we cannot, will not, || come too late for them. || In conclusion, having promised to divide my PS 
pend. longer shut our ears and bar our hearts against | You have given pensions to our revolutionary || time with the honorable gentleman from Ken- i 
the appeals made by the remnant of this noble || sires; where was the American heart in all this || tacky, [Mr. Mason,]} permit me to say, that I 5 
rede. hand, who, inspired by a lofty spirit of patriot- || land that did not enthusiastically respond to the || firmly trust that there is in this House too much a 
bya sm and devotion to country never yet surpassed , noble and patriotic act? You have given pensions || of patriotism, of magnanimity of heart, longer to : 
Onor, ieft, in the early days of their manhood, their fond | to others; to the honor of the nation be it said, || defer this meritorious act. Feeling deeply the hb 
resist homes, families, and friends, and with unfaltering no voice is heard to object. Be just, also, to || necessity and importance of speedy and Ualcieat 2 
1d pa. step, marched to meet their country’s foe, endur- | those for whom I plead. Doubtless, there are || action on this great auhinah, Lil ventured to BY 
d Do. ing hunger and thirst, heat and cold, again and | some of these veterans who, in point of fact, will || obtrude these views, with the sincere hope that 
states. cain, with no bed upon which to repose their || not starve, even if you do not pass this bill. || they may meet your favorable consideration, and a ; 
le and wearied bodies but their mother earth; no cover- || Friends, children, some one, will look to their well || eventuate, in some small degree at least in bring- Be 
rough ne save the canopy of heaven. Behold these |, being, even if you give them nothing. But, sir, || ing your judgments to a favorable conclusion. ee 
iT gal. yererans now: methinks they are left as witnesses, |, should that exempt this great Government from | Mr.QUITMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have sought 2 iH 
orism as mementoes of the past! There they stand, as || the performance of its duties? Were all of these || the floor at this time, not for the purpose of making Ts 
fense, does some tall oak of the forest, spared by the de- |! men rich, did each possess an ample compe- la speech, but merely for the purpose of present- : ee 
& War yastating tornado; their fellows have fallen; the |! tence, still, would this be a sufficient reason why || ing, as briefly as may be, my objection to this bill. Ms 5 
bjects blast which felled them, which prostrated them to || this bill should not pass, and these men be offered || The grounds upon which I oppose it have been ‘en 
at the the earth, almost dismantled these; their foliage || a pension? Surely not. ‘T'wo things are provided || so fully covered by the very able and lucid speech 4 Be 
W hose js gone; their beauty has passed away. Now, || for in this bili—one carries the other. he pen- || of the honorable gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Bt 
smal! they only spread their branches to the wintry || sion is a substantial boon; to many it will be the || Cuary,] that little is left formetosay. I merely 
blast; decay has seized upon them, and ere long || means of living pleasantly, and dying independ- || desire to explain the position which I hold upon 
of the they will mingle with the motherearth. Oh!sir, || ently; but beyond this, and with many greatly || this subject. I have taken that position, sir, not 
in my shall the bounty of the Government smooth their |! better and more desirable than this, is the fact |! from impulse or personal feeling, but from a high 
’ Gov- departure, or will you still neglect them? Sir, [ || that this bill, though long deferred, is neverthe- || sense of duty to the country. 
Hear cannot yet realize the idea that you willturn them || less a valuable recognition of their services to the I beg to say, in the first place, that Iam not 
reams away empty. Long and earnestly have they im- |, nation. | Opposed to an invalid penston system, such as 
' Con- pl wed help—patiently have they waited. They Sir, the passage of this bill will throw a bright || now exists. On the contrary, | think it is the 
1umil- have knocked at your doors for bread. They || radiance across the path of many aveteran. He |, duty of every Government to provide the means 
on the have asked for those with whom they were ac- || will feel, in his old age, that the country for which |, of subsistence for the families of those who have 
ity of quainted—for Clay, for Jackson, for Harrison, | he fought in his early manhood has not cast him || been killed in the service of the country, and also 
untry, for Johnson, for Shelby, for Davis! Tlrese were |) off neglected and uncared for, when he is old and || to provide for those who have been disabled in its 
That their associates and compeers! These knew of |) gray-headed. He will feel that the flag of his || service. These are duties incidental to every Gov- 
or and their toils and hardships, their privations and | country and its protecting folds are around him, || ernment. But, sir, when we come to a system 
tainty sufferings! Some of these had seen them not | as he advances to the house of death. He will |; which is to lay burdens upon one portion of the 
ul and only in the tented field, but amid the claslvof arms || gather his children, his grandchildren, around || community for the purpose of giving bounties to 
Lane: and the smoke of battle. From them they would |) him, and tell them of his joys; he willrecount his || another, however meritorious, | am opposed to it 
eS; at not be turned away in theirappeal; but when they |) trials, point to his wounds, and then tell of his || inany shape. I think that such a system is de- 
le and now knock, strange forms are present; hitherto || gratitude for the boon granted to him. Oh! how | moralizing in its effects, and inconsistent with the 
pe and youth has rejected age, and these old warriors || will those hearts that hear him swell with patri- || essential principles of free government. There 
ire eX- have been suffered to pine, because a new gener- || otic devotion to the country of their sire. And || as a reason, and perhaps a good reason, to which 
eteran ation had arisen on the stage. || if occasion should ever offer, how ardently and || | might have yielded if the question had arisen.in 
horde Oh! sir, shall it be said that an American Con- |) efficiently will they vindicate its rights against || my day, for extending pensions to the soldiers of 
kk, sir, gress refused a pitiful bounty to veterans who || any invading foe! || the Revolution; but | would only have done so in 
ngage- fought our battles, achieved for us our glory, | hese veterans were, many of them, the pio- || that case,‘upon the ground that it was a debt due 
elling- aided in giving us the first place among the na- || neers who explored and conquered your great ||'to them which had never been paid. 
id the tions of the earth, and that, too, while we are || westernempire. They drove the savage from his | Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri 
ut and spending millions in useless appropriations and || possession; and interposing their manly valor, || [Mr. Anperson] hasgiven usa glowing account of 
their for public ornaments? Surely this will not be the || protected your infant settlements, and aided in || the services of the soldiers of the war of 1812. | 
me to case. No; let us be just to the aged, to the val- || their advancement. | concur with him entirely in his estimate of the 
troops iant. LTutter no words of reproach against the Look, sir, at Shelby, at Harrison, at Joe Davis, || value of thoseservices. But,sir, he has incorrectly 
*nham magnificence of our public buildings, although || at Johnson; how much did these, and those they || represented the soldiers of the war of 1812 as pau- 
he and many tensof millions have been expended in their || led to battle, contribute, at the Maumee Towns, || pers and beggars, petitioning Congress for a little 
under construction and adornment. Doubtless thisis | at Detroit, at the Thames, at Tippecanoe, to the || pittance to supportthem in their declining years! 
noble, right. Our Government is great, our people | present glory of the great States of Ohio, Indiana, || He has addressed solely the commiseration and 
y,and wealthy and prosperous, and these public edifices || Illinois, and Michigan? not the good judgment of the House. Let not the 
ead of are but durable exemplars of ourglory and power, Chiefly these troops were from the warlike || gentleman forget that this bill includes all those 
. And speaking to other nations. I declaim not against |; States of Kentucky and Tennessee; and | call | who served for three months in the war of 1812; 
—rich this magnificent Hall, in which we legislate for || to-day on the Representatives of these States to || not only the brave soldiers, but even those New 
at all the people of this great nation. We are their || come upand contribute their united help in doing | York militia, who, during the battle of Queens- 
ed her Representatives, and this Hall should reflect their || justice to the men with whom their fathers asso- || town, refused to cross the Niagara river for the 
brutal glory. Bat, sir, while these vast expenditures || ciated, and doubtless aided in equipping many of || relief of their own countrymen, because they took 
e foe? are making—while in mere ornaments we are ex- || them for the field of battle. Come, and give these | the constitutional ground that they were not 
hering pending millions—oh ! do not let us refuse that || veterans the recognition of your appreciation of | obliged to cross the boundary line of our country. 
t they which should be freely given to the needy vet- || their services. Come, ere they die asking for it. || These men are included in the bill, and our pity 
ateful. eran. While we enjoy here, as Representatives, |, Come,.give the aid demanded, that their hearts || is invoked for the purpose of inducing us to vote 
nassed all the elegant and luxurious comforts that the || may bless you and thecountry. Come, ‘pity the || forthis proposition. Sir, itis a new proposition. 
many highest artistic skill and taste can furnish for both || sorrows of these poor old men, whose trembling |; The measure giving pensions to the soldiers of 
| with the eye and the body—while we are each receiv- || limbs have borne them to your door.’’ Take | the Revolution was strongly contested by some 
1 their ing thousands of dollars annually for our services || away from their fading minds the terrible dread || of the ablest men of the day. 
Per- here, oh ! let us not plead poverty when a veteran, || that their country is ungrateful. Let your bounty || The principles upon which they founded their 
ked on war-worn soldier, knocks and asks a boon. Let || cheer them along the dreary pathway of declining | objections were probably correct; but the pension - 
ted in us come to his aid now, while he is before us— |, life. Let not their sun set in gloom and sorrow. || ing of the soldiers of the Revolution was justified 
s flag, While he needs our help and assistance. Let us || Fill their hearts with gladness, by your justice | upon the ground that they had never been fully 
which not wait until he has passed away before he re- || and liberality, that their dying prayers may fer- | paid. If they were paid at all, they were paid in 
ad so ceives our commiseration, indorsed by evidence || vently ascend to heaven for the perpetuity of our | a depreciated currency, so that none of them re- 
h and of our sincerity. Let us not turn his pleading || Union, and the continued prosperity of our coun- | ceived in value the full amount of his contract. 
. alas, face, his furrowed cheek, his emaciated frame, | try. Now, itis proposed that we should extend the 
reflec- his tottering limbs, away by cold indifference to Sir, let us pass this bill—pass it speedily. Let || same system to the war of 1812, and to the In- 
as for- his pressing necessities. Look upon that aged all vote for it. Let it be proclaimed all through | dian wars. The reasons assigned by the gentle- 
ry. In brow, upon which the snows of more than three- || the land that this Congress has thought of, and |; man who made the opening speech, and who re- 
n pov- score winters have already fallen; behold these | cared for, the veteran soldiers of the war of 1812; || ported this bill, (Mr. Savace,] are precisely those 
rength men as they approach you with feeble limbs and | and I doubt not the people will all, with one ap- | which are applicable to every war in which the 
3 is no decaying bodies, hobbling to the tomb, leaning | proving voice, say we have nobly done our duty. || country has been, or may be hereafter, engaged. 
ed by on their staffs, asking this great and mighty na- i. the name and for the honor of the country of || ‘It is urged that to adopt such a system as the 
passed tion to smooth their pathway to their final resting- || Washington and Jackson, I demand the passage || permanent policy of the country would keep up 
battle place. Tell me how long, think you, will these || of this bill. In the name of justice and patriotism, || a military spirit in thecountry. God forbid that 
. old soldiers be a charge upon your bounty if you || | demand it. And although some of them may || we should ever come to that, that American citi- 
crum- ey this bill?, Soon they will pass away; the | not absolutely need the pecuniary aid, all demand, || zens should be influenced by the hope in future 
ome of engthening shadows proclaim with them, as with || and very properly, this recognition of their ser- | of receiving a mere pittance in the shape of bounty 
aven’s all, the day is fast closing. Soon, alas! too soon, vices by the Government for which they have | from the General Government. ne (ay 
d neg- the last of that noble com any will have passed || fought and suffered; and because some of them | The gentleman is mistaken in attributing such 
jucing from earth. Hasten, oh! hasten, you Represent- || may and do absolutely require this little aid, that || motives to our citizens. 


He does injustice to 
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: iJ 
those who have been engaged in the volunteer ser- ri 


vice of the country during the Mexican war. He | 
puts them upon the footing of having been influ- 
enced by mercenary considerations. Before the 
Mexican war it had not been proposed to extend | 
the system beyond the war of the Revolution, or 
if ithad been propased it had been rejected by 
Congress; and yet when it was announced that 
the President was authorized to accept the services | 
of fifty thousand men, to use the language of the | 
President, he was overburdened by the anplica- 
tion of more than three hundred thousand men. 
Yes, three hundred thousand men sprang up upon 
the first blast of his bugle inviting them to the | 
fieid of the Mexican war. Were they influenced 
py the hope hereafter of gettinga pension? The | 
country had thus far decided against extending 
the revolutionary pensions. 

I cannot doubt that they were influenced by 
higher and nobler motives—by patriotism, by 
honor, and by their desire for military distinction. 

Sir, Lavk gentlemen who are here advocating 
this bill, and who occupied prominent stations in 
the Mexican war—I ask the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee, {[Mr. Savace,] the gentleman 
from lowa, {Mr. Curtts,] the honorable gentle- 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. Marswatt,] includ- 
ing myself, whether we desire any reward for 
holding the positions which we held during that | 
war? No, sir, not such as is proposed by this | 
bill. We looked to a nobler reward than that of | 
a mere pecuniary compensation. [ hope we were 
actuated by higher motives, and felt some of that 
proud spirit which distinguished the soldiers of | 
the Revolution, many of whom refused to receive | 
the compensation to which they were entitled by 
aw, ad who went to their graves without ever 
having made application under the revolutionary | 
pension law. I think, therefore, that the public 
reasons urged by the honorable gentleman from 
Tennessee {Mr. Savace] forestablishing the sys- 
tem proposed by this bill asthe permanent policy | 
of the country, on the ground that it would keep 
un the military spirit of the country, are reasons 
not at all applicable, 

It is true, sir, that some of the bravest and best | 
of the officers of the war of 1812, have united tn | 
making application to Congress for the passage of 
this bill, but they united in it, because, like all 
other men, they desired some public considera- 
tion. ‘They wished to know whether their ser- 
vices to the country had been forgotten or not— 
from a strong disposition to present themselves | 
before the public. They feared that time and an 
intervening war had caused the people to forget 
those services. Forget them, we cannot. We 
cannot forget some of the scenes of that war which 
shed so much glory upon the American arms. 
No, sir; | hope we shall never reach that period 
when it shall be necessary to force upon the con- 
sideration of the country the eminent services of 
men who have fought the battles of the country. 
For myself, I shall never take any steps to have 
the memory of my own services perpetuated, if it 
is to be brought about by exertions of my own. 
I do not see, Mr. Chairman, the soundness of the 
reasons urged in the eloquent speech of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I beg that the gentleman will | 
not do injustice to the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. My honorable friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Jewerr,] as a member of that 
committee, was, by its indulgence, permitted to 
report this bill to the House. 

Mr. QUITMAN. Iof course refer to the hon- 
orable gentleman from Tennessee, who reported 
the bill. I say that the same reasons which the 
gentleman from Tennessee urged in support of a 
system which would give a pension to every man | 
engaged in the war of 1812, and in the ‘various 
Indian wars since that time, are equally applica- 
ble to every other war. How is it just that the. 
roldiers of one war should receive the bounty of 
the Government, and those of another war, who 
did equally as good service, and who incurred | 
equai dangers, should be excluded ? | 

But if it be admitted that these men entered || 
the service from mercenary motives, I take it for || 
granted that it is to be established as the perma- 
nent policy of the country; I take it for granted | 
that it is but the entering wedge for what ts to fol- | 
low; and according to my own calculations which || 
I have made—lI will not go into details, for I have || 
not the data before me, | did not expect to speak | 


| dependence and free spirit of our fathers ? 








will involve an annual expense of not less than 
$40,000,000. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Curry] has 
well said that in republican governments where 
the people are influenced by motives such as the 
passage of a bill like this will create, although 
they may be in a numerical minority, they will 
always hold an influence which will control this 
or any other Congress. 

If these applicants have their claim entertained, 
or a hope is held out to them that this policy will 
be pursued, then all the surviving soldiers of all 


the subsequent wars will come here and demand, || 


as an act of justice, that they shall have a like 
treatment, and those who support this measure 
will be bound to yield to that demand, for it is 


just that you should treat one citizen as you do | 
another. I look upon this, then, as extending the | 


| 
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system to all the wars in which we have been en- | 


gaged, 

Not to stop there, how long will it be before the 
widows and orphan children of those who served 
fora month will come here and ask the reason 
why they are excluded? Practically those who 
served for only a month may have done more ser- 
vice than those who served for six months. Will 
it not be extertded, then, to those who served only 
for fourteen days, as the bounty land law has 
been extended? And upon what ground can or- 
phan children be refused, who are unable to take 
care of themselves? While the soldier was living, 
a pension was granted to him; and now that he 
is dead, on what ground can his orphan children 
be refused? This is the introduction of a princi- 


ple which will not stop until all are embraced. It | 


| 
| 
| 


will, in the end, make up a pension list of between | 


five and six hundred thousand persons, perhaps 
amillion. Ifgentlemen will examine the bill, they 
will find that the average pension will be $150 for 


each pensioner. Look, then, at the fearful burden | 


with which we will oppress the Treasury. 

It ought to be a conclusive argument that the 
Government has not the ability to bear so oner- 
ous a burden, if it were constitutional to adopt 
the principle—which I deny. Where do you find 
power in the Constitution for granting benevo- 


lences? where the power to make presents to our | 


citizens? If we give this pension to the soldier 


who has served his country, has not the aged | 


statesman an equal right to a pension for his ser- 


_ vice in his country’s behalf? Is not every man 


who has been engaged in his country’s service 
equallyentitled to a pension, whether he served 
with or without compensation? The soldier re- 
ceived his pay, as it was stipulated when he en- 
tered the service. How long will it be before the 
system will be extended to the aged statesman, 
the aged officeholder, and those who have, up to 
their old age, been in the service of the country? 

jut T must hurry on. I promised not to occupy 
the time of the House to any great extent. This 
system carried out, sir, would not stop short of 
the annual expenditure of from twenty-five to 
fifty million scien. But, outside of that, I be- 
lieve that this Government has not the power, 
under the Constitution, to grant these pensions. 


Is it right in a free Government, in which all are | 


equal, for the Government to withdraw one class 
of citizens from the field of enterprise and labor, 
where they may secure a subsistence, to place 
them under its bounty? Ought not the citizen to 
be left free and untrammeled in his occupation? 
Is it not the best policy to encourage the citizen 
to seek out his own livelihood, that the republican 


spirit may be preserved for the integrity of our 


institutions? Induce them to give up their enter- 
prise; leave them with no care for their livelihood; 
let them be fed from the public crib, and how can 





we depend upon them to maintain intact the in- | 


Is it 
not, then, an important consideration that we 


should endeavor to prevent the demoralization of | 


our citizens? Do not let it be known that we will 
distribute money, but let the policy be that each 
should, as the other, depend upon his own toil 
and enterprise for the means of living. 

For all these considerations—and I have had 
time only to state my leading objections to the 
bill—I will be constrained, with all my respect for 
those gallant veterans, to vote in the negative. 

Mr.CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, there are only 


a few moments left for the general debate on this | 





on this subject to-day—I say that, according to | measure, and I will occupy them in re lying ¢ 
my estimate, itis the beginning of a system which || some of the objections which have been oe 
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it. When I have concluded my remarks I gi? 


oe: that the committee recommend to th 

ouse that the general debate on this bil] be e 5 
tended for a longer period. I presume that ie 
will be no objection in the House to rescindins 
the order terminating debate. I see several! oan 
tlemen here who wish to speak on the subject, T 
think the bill is deserving of fulland faithful con 
sideration. 

Mr. Chairman, who have been petitioning Con. 
gress for years for this measure? They are the 
heroes of the war of 1812, who turned out and 
periled their lives for the country and for our de. 
fense, when you and I were helpless infants, yy). 
conscious of surrounding peril, and the dancers 
and sufferings of those who rallied to our stand. 
ard. These soldiers of the last war with Great 
Britain have come to Congress to ask for the same 
consideration that was granted to the heroes of 
the Revolution; and it seems to me it is but fair 
that we should consider their claim and determine 
whether they are entitled to similar regard and 
distinction. 

But, in reply to the argument of the gentleman 
from Mississippi, [Mr. ened who has just 
taken his seat,an argument which has been made 
to this House frequently before, that this bil] js 
going to peril the Treasury of this country, that 
it is going to involve us in millions of annual ex- 
penditure, I would say that it does not seem to 
me necessary to open the door so wide as it is im- 
agined by those who are opposed to it. It does 
not follow that because we grant pensions to a 
class, that all other classes are likely to be added 
to the expense. I reiterate the question: who are 
making this application? They are men who, 
forty-five years ago, left the military service of 
their country, and returned to their families and 
civil pursuits. If they were then twenty years of 
age, they are now sixty-five; and if they were 
twenty-five years of age, they are seventy years 
old to-day. They are, therefore, old men, not 
able to obtain a livelihood by physical labor. We 
propose by this bill not to give them a sum asa 
mere gratuity, for those old men would scorn & 
pension if you place it upon the ground of a gra- 
tuity. They are not paupers; they do not come 
here as trembling supplicants at your doors in the 
character of beggars before Congress. I denounce 
and deprecate such an imputation. They come 
as your sires, as your soldiers and conquerors or 
your dominions, who fought for and maintained 
your country, your liberty, and they now ask, 
and I demand for them, what, by the usage of 
other nations and countries, and adopted by ours, 
they justly deserve, a token of gratitude due them 
for thus periling their lives and exhausting the 


| most precious period of their mature age in the 


military service of their country. 
About twenty-one years of a man’s life is de- 
voted in pupilage, and after he becomes sixty- 


| three years of age he is considered no longer a 


producer. There is then only about forty-two 
years of aman’s life in which he can expect to ac- 
cumulate wealth and power by his personal exer- 
tions. Even though men live to be four score 
years and ten, there are only forty-two years of 
that time in which they can regard as positive, 
the rest is negative, in a mathematical point of 
view. During forty-two years they are producers, 
and if they live twelve septennials—eighty-four 
years—they have been forty-two years consum- 
ers. If out of that time they devote a portion to 
the service of their country, it is taken from the 
best portion of their productive age of life, and I 
say itis the custom of all countries to regard those 
services with special honors, and to compensate 
them with marked distinction. Those who speak 
against the custom speak against the custom of 
the world, and a custom long since, and, | think, 
wisely adopted by this country. If you dreada 
perpetual standing es maintained at a great 
expense, reward those who turn out to vindicate 
their country’s rights and honor, as did the brave 
men of the Revolution, and of the war of 1812. 
Compensate them as is done by the custom of 
other nations, and thereby avoid the expense of 
a large standing Army that moves by commayds, 
and not from patriotic emotions. ; 

How will you compensate your soldiers? They 
were not paid while they were in the service. 
The men who enter the service ef the United 
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